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MINISTRY OF PLANNING 
(Department of Statistics) 
CORRIGENDUM 


New Delhi, the 20th December, 1982 

,0. 1.—In .hi, Iw—jjwgsi 5»'. ?i a £l 

12-ISI <!»*<! V' P ?„r7 K Ota* i, InWitntal lot Br. 
the name of PrOi. J■ • , r<q on t [j e Committee. 

P Adhikari ns .representative ot i, i on iu 

[No. M-12011/4 /82-ISI] 
MAHENDRA NATH, Dy. Secy. 
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tto p. 4 to *» tor n? v» s*. ?*** 

, „ W » 1 9S4;S5 M * <"* «* «» ”** % ” 

; stitt % sjfferwi’w afotjfaw a 1 ** 1 1 


_ a nn cl IRT e 


■w. in 


mi. nr/o<.5irog?ltrI)l 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New -Delhi, the 23rd November, 1982 


(INCOME-TAX) 

. 2—In lh J, So” l§“«to toom-lS 

iSWifVt®iST3S3^ 

^ by * J 

ment years 1982-83 10 

«7*/P. No. 197/125/ R 1TT(A 


(i) 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 1, 1983/PAUSA 11, 1904 [Part II- Stc. 3(iij[ 


fto 3 --ftsft M79R, MIMFC ftsfMMM, 19b l 

(i96i mt 43 ) ft arm to ft Tram (23 -m) % ^ 
( 5 ) grti srR-fq-J mt MMFf Mft fT, ft Mfrftft firmr 
^rfffVir^ #ftft aft' qft Prarfair mm 19 S 1-82 ft* 1 982-83 
% mmeei ^rr% Mift sftfsr % faT ^ arm % sprier# ftsr^MMi 
mrt) t 1 

[M 4982/Mt* M» 1 97/1 7l/80-MT°9io (trl 1 ] 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O, 3.—In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies "Sri Mahudevi Brrla Memorial Charity Trust” for 
the purpose of the said section for the period covered by 
the assessment years 1981-82 and 1982-83. 

(No. 4982 F. No. 197/171 /SO-IT(AI)] 
- iTFT-qrv 

URTcano 4--ftsfRI M T MR, M7M9R fffsrfaMM, 196! (1961 

94 43) ft ETTsl 10 ft MWP! (23-M) % ( 5 ) ST T 

M3M ftftlMf 94 MMPi 9RM |h„ ‘ftfiffaPH MR ft MTS? 

otm ffafaM ftMifti’'ft farjTsor ft i98o-si m 1982-83 

mm % trtw wm xrdfa % imm 494 m-r % 

97 ft ?h 

'[ffo 4984/8510 ffe 1 9 1\ t 2,)/ 7 9-^loqro (n't)] 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 4 —In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(v) of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies “Christian Institute for the study of Religion and 
Society” for the purpose of the said section for the period 
covered by the assessment years 1980-81 to 1982-83. 

[No. 4984/F. No. 197/123/79-IT(ADJ 
srr»nrv 

ft°3lT° 5.—ftftM MT9R, tmi-sjR ftfffMMM, 1961 (1961 

44 43) ft SUM 10 ft MMMRr (23-M) % tsT’T ( 5 ) 51M 5PTM< 
ftfaft 94 ftft 93% gtT, %9r fafsj sft ‘ ft fa'jfaar 5ft 
1981-82 3f> 1982-83 9 3FMMM Xfft Mlft M9f*T % fan MM; 
tfRr % ftftRTM xrfa^fatr 9ftr 11 

[Mo 4987/M.o '■ 1 97/8l/80-tr,oFo (rr[)] 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 5—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (v) of sub-section (23C) of section 10 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961 (43 of 1961), the Central Government hereby 
notifies ‘Seva Nidhi Trust’ for the purpose of the said section 
for the period covered by the assessment years 1981-82 and 
1982-83 


[No. 4987 F. No 197/81 /80-IT(AT)] 


MI4-MT 

*tfo3Tlo 6 - - ftft-f *R9R, XfRAR MfkfMMM, 1961 

(i96i mt 43) ft am 10 ft OTTra (23-9;) % (5) 

sra sttm ftftft 94 fttn 9 ft grr, ‘ft faa^r -qz ft fagftui 
ft 1980-81 1983-84 491 % URN?) wft 9rft W 9 fa % far 

tm; «rrrr % tp'faMfa xrfftifa'M Mftf 1 1 

[ft 498 »/MRMo 197/1 2/8l/sfRMo (u[)] 

, fMMTM ftr, *T97 Mfft 


(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 6—In exeiwise of the powers conferred by e! 
(\)|of sub-section (23C) of the section 10 of the Ini 
lax 'set, 1961 (43 of 1961). ihe Central Government h' 
notifies ‘Shrt Chitiapur Math' for the puipose of the- 
section for the period covered bv the assessments 
1980-81 to 1983-84. 

[No. 4988 F. No 197/12 
MILAP JAIN,’ 
ftifm srcsrfm zti 

rtf ffaft, 17 M4M, 198 2 
Ml49 T 

MtoaTfo 7.-—443W MrMST 9 T ftt MPHR X,, 

1961 (19b 1 94 13) ft 4TO 121 ft 

( I ) 3R1 T5fT ftrftt Fi trq'f'T fn Xlfa ^ 9 cff Xlf-, ^ . 

Mo 4501 MRfM 3-3-8; ft MlfaF m M TTf-4fa9 9lft |n 
faRfafast TRfTi ^1 9M Mo 23s o % 1.2 

ftr 3 % MtM ft MfaiXTMl % ^-TTM Mr falRfaJf M 5lf4ferr 

sftfra.nft '— 

xnqsFT^ff- MrsM.MM 

1 2 
23T MTsMMflMtM MMMsTT 


Mo MfarjMfiT 19-4-1982 % JPTTft ft*f> I 

[Mo 4 57 6 (MR M» ^8, 

CENTRAL BOARD OF DIRECT TAXES 
New Delhi, the 17th April, 1982 
dNCOM E-TAX) 

S.O. 7.—In exercise of the powers conferred 
sub-section (I) of Section )2t of t'n e Income-tax Act, 1961 
of 1961), and in partial jmditication of the previous No 
cation No. 4301 dated 3-3-82 the Central Board-of Direct T 
hereby makes the following amendments. Ttve existing entn 
under Column !,2,3 against SI No. 23E, shall bs substitute 


by the following entries:— 



Commissioner 

Heidquarteis 

Jurisdiction 


of Income-tax 

1 

■J 

9 

— 

1 

23E West 

Calcutta 

1. Distt. II (1),.Calcutta. 

Bengal-VI 


2. Distt. Ill 

ilcutta, 



3. Distt. Howrah 

■utta 



4. Spl. Survey 
Calcutta. 

Clftd 



5. Spl. Survey 
Calcutta. 

Cir. 



6. Companies 
Calcutta. 

Distt. 


This notification shall take effect from 19-4-1982. 


[No. 4576 /F.No.l 87/14!-82!T(A 


MFrJMlfrqr 

1 ftlMT W ( 1), Msf 
2. f3fa) HI (3) M 

3 faMf 

4 ftMM MM 2 PJT MfaM 
MMUslT I 

5 faftf MMSFl MfaM 
MMM’TT I 

6 MMlMt fMM' 6, s,.. 



fwr 1 !— 


VlPH TT SHTO 1 , 1983 /<fta 11 , 1904 


(it, 1 ? 7? 


trrq-r' 3 - 


fdotTio 8.—Trsiq TNST TT2, TiT-Tr TOOTIT 

11 01 ( 1 9 b i TT 4 i) # SlfTf 121 Ti trni 7 " (1 ) 

j-r srPrur wr srfrr i? t t p w j 4 <qf qo 

439 1 n, f[T 2 1-1 2-1 981 TT trrFwT *T T Tqrrqftq "fiTT §fr 

FqrqFqFtjq rr?n s FT f i 10 # i ot % *r nd 

' i, 2 sfN 3 % qf# # fesHTPr srFifc^r % *qrq t* Fqr-rfTfqrq 

^isrr^i4”rr — 

^57i«T7 ^rFTflFrtfi 

1 4 ! 


Ttfifi qFTT, 1,4 4, 5, fi, 
7, 8, 9 14 ?ft T 1 5 tfftT?rqiT 

tuqt.q.q Tmf qfaq, t m, 11 , 
n, i i ttV ii sri^rerr? 
w, qrq 1, 2 sfC 3 
To ihim-wi & Tf%T, 

?t?rrT^i? i 

F^ctt q-nr i 
qrqiq, i 

Tl^I T qf%T i 

5TS ’T.^ST lOtfiK 1982 T TTN ?Hl I 

[jTo 45 77 'Wo T» 187/14/8 Mliff (>', ^t)] 


1 0 TT T ?q-! 

107? Tqtiq 1 


(INCOM"—T AX) 


so g._ln exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
' section (1) of Section III of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 

of 1961) and m nanial m>i' 1 J-ation of the pie^iou, Notihca- 
t.on No 4394 dated 24-12-1981 the Central Boar! of Direct 
Taxes herebv makes the following amendments. Th e existing 
entnes under Col 1, 2 and 3 against SI No 10 &■ 10A shall be 


15 l l 


tlS tg 


Conmnssionei 
of Income-tax 
' 1 
10 Gujarat-I 


^OA Gujarat-11 


Headquarters 


Jurisdiction 


Ahmedabad 


Ahmsdabad 


Cjtinn;, Ci cbs l. 

If, IV, V, VI, VII, VIII 

IX, X1.V & XV, Ahmeda- 
bad 

Companies Circles Ilf 

X, XI, XII, XIII & XVI 
Ahmedabad. 

Circle-F II & HI- Ahmeda¬ 
bad. 

ED-cum-lT Grcle, 

Ahmedabad. 

Himatnagai Circle. 
Modasa Circle 

P«Untmr Tircle. 


This order shall take effect from 19th April, 1982. 

[No. 4577'F. No/87/14/82-IT (AI)] 


Wo3TTs 9 — %rfftr SRTS4T T T Tit, tTiT-TT trFqFqTq, 
1961 (l9fal TF 43) Tf son 121 Ti TiaTT (l) gRl 5RT=T 
^ifafrfEft TT Wm «fR% fn S|fa fif qrqq qqF gqqqf SrFj^qqRft 
Tt tnfsH ?r TTFTp r T q:Tq |nr Fq^FT ^ff | 

3TT? tiT'TTi q: *qtq ( 2 ) if qfrq-% r trq-T~trmn tm r 

xFarrfrqr tt qqhr, wt t sqFrpit % <r<ft q, snq ti wpt 
% q*ff q-> rf% rrprm qr tit# % q-Tf qffqqqqrNrr 3rd qqq 

% Rft*r 4 % Sfif-qR Tj%Tr/T,^l Ti fXTt q 

TTrrfre 1 1 


Trqj TS fo, !IR-T T ITiTdT if% sJrfhiqT tfr JTltrai Tfqiqq 
'<Fr 5pq err %r 5 TT T=T«T TT sfif 5 TTI 3 T% [*fsfiTdT fr^F 

• *tTT-T T TrFsrTrff Tt TtTrrdftFTT f¥rr trq f Ti ft-tr uT,-TT | 


T? iflr fT tlitr^q oqFrtrFt tr, TiTTl dff TITT 
4ir tttf *rftTTrf’-ir t Ft^f triT-T^ trrFsrTTfr 
TTTdFsTT frq qn ^ tfi Fro xm I 


^tr 7r° nrrtrTT tiiTfR T®7rTq 

1 2 3 

8 FT^Tr-l rtfF^ff 


5iniTrF’'Ti 

4 

1 TTT tFT 5I- 2, Tf FT^f I 

2 TTTi HfTtT 7 q| r^r^fF I 

3 TTTf TrfTT 1 0 T# f?wfF I 

4 TTTF rrfTT 1 4, T# fr^fF I 

5 TTTfFTfTT I 5, t=fffe^Pf I 

6 ^STTF TFTT, 1 9, Tt FsFtcTi I 

7 F^-sfr *rf%H 15, nf Fqt^i i 

8. Fqdw tm’srr, qf fq?ffr i 
4 F^?N rrfrT 3 , qf 1 


8T f FsMF 2 rrf f^Ffr 


s» F?»WF 3 


1 WTisfotr 1 , trfFq5sfr 1 

2 wff 4, qf Fqevfr 1 

3 TTTl ^iFtT 5, Tf F^wfif I 

4 TTlr FtfTT fe, nf F?^ t 

5 TTTf Tfr.tT 8, T# Fq?WF I 
(1. prpft #PT, 9, Hi F??T{ I 

7 ^TTrTftRT 1 l,TffevTH 

8 TT<ffTf%T 1 7,T|F?^fF I 

9 TTTt FTfTT 18, 21, 

25, T§ fT?Tf 1 

I 0 TTfl 0FTT, 2 4, hf h?5T? I 

II ferr 6 (13),nJ I 

1 FxTr 5 ( 8 ) TT 

F^tti 5 , qf Fq?TF I? tw? 
Tff t 

2 FxTf 8, q| ferl % TTF 
Tit I 

3 ?tFtF?:t; tFt^t, 

4, T| fo75f 1 

4 qTTftrrfTTS, qf Rts^Tf 1 

5 TTTi qFTT, 1 2, qf Fqwffl I 
b TTqF 1 3, qf Fq wfl I 



4 



7 . qwfr nfe 1 o, 2 t 
8 wff2fa*3 20, 2f fetff 
o ¥^4) 2fr 2 2 j, 2lf fir^fr 
i o 2 iw spp ft*tt stw-t.* 
2f ftstft i 

1 l vftfafi tnKi »pr w 

vnt-iR vi%<T 2f farft i 

62 ftFffV 4, 1 fBt5TT-3-ir, 2 f q?sfr ir 

*T<fr 2ri i 

2 fa 2 f- m, nf f’T’WI $ 
w4f 2ii i 

3 fa2r-3-2, 2| ftrr^r wr 

*T*ft *rii 

4 tV'fta 2f%2, 2f fawr i 

5 2*3T°I fa%'T, 3, nt fefi ! 

6 'rpRT?R vftrer, 2 f ftnrr 
art 2<ft a?rf%Rift *■ 
(fan* vfafa RmRifT 
twI 2t ^TfRn it 
21 32* vnftoRf 

'ir 32 * faqqrotf ir 

mr vi w vr^w, fa^ft 

1, 2 3, 4 3, 7, 8 vV 
4fTiiT 2I-T22 (tf^TOr) 

frKr, qf ftrfat nfr 
arfawfatTr * ar^fa 32*8 
qffajq srqrwt nr va- 

<IT in iff^T 2rfa $ I 213^ 

Hr' I 4**7 if 424*7^ 4R2 1 5 
8* foflft-B, *1 I fJTTf 2, 2$ ftpsff %3lft 

32 i i 

2 faqr 4 , 41 fa^fr % stfr 

«rr* i 

a. fit^rr 7, n< fafat % vvf 
*rri i * 

4. nrTV7 irf%57, qfftfatl 

8*1 fwfr 6, qffaiJ’fr 1 ^TT 4^74, 2fa<'3> I 

2 STT^J *37 2^3, 2$ 

I 

3. £t*fl*3 3F%?T,2f fo»ft , 

4. RT3 3f*(T, ftwfr I 

5 faftT 3f%3 3$ 

sv ; fWV 7, Hffoqft i. 1^r?rr i, *i foRfr ft *nft 

vr# i 

2 fjf*rr 3, nt f**rfr % 

3 *fr 

3 fa3T 3 ( 19 ) 4 (23 ) 
vft forWT 3(27)Hfo^ff I 

a fawr s (13) friferft 

*t 3tf2R f>tTF 6, 
2{ ftrfat % 3*fr vri 1 
3. fw 9 3f % 

TTTfV *T< I 


0 faqr 11 , fafat * 
33 f 3 TT I 

7 fa?7*3f*3 l4, 2fftFfl7 

s faifa 3 ^ 3-6 (jffafcR) 
•fa Am* frftr^r - 1 b 
f«W*ft, 3l TFT TTTfr ®V f^B*ff 
* 3133? %■ J)*«T TTr'finj)' 
i fail H faiT-f }1*T 
'I VtafaT TTTSTT STfapTW 
(RTtff fwTrrriT) vh 
i[7T fi "Tarre 
^ fa4) (vV/nr fsiwV 
V 5 T TT 7 Wn' affa 'ftTif 
fa^rrir sffafairv, 1974 
*nv vsfr^r fansrriw f=Rr 

Tt'-fT ^ v\'i; 31 f VTWT 
vt^tk %^Pnrj f^f r 
4ft Blwt fe’fi ft«n 
^ft vi^m wi4s't tfr 
vfa5rrf"Tf i vjt4 1 1 
9 farrf s(s), irf fafati 

8 ® E f 4 Wf- 8 , 44 tYffa 1 foT'TT ] () n 2 f*? 4 r ‘f 

’Tvr it nr 1 . 

2 iT*wir irfan 4,4^^^- 

3 S-Sir 7- nf%5T n’$ faf#, 

*r v4t svfamr %, 
(fa74T VF=rfa qvrWf>T 
■sirf 4T 47Tfaifr %, TRir 
inift*T^f in fai«r4ft ir 
4 TT<Ti% vt f ( 3 ft VnTR 
VTRfl feft, I, 2 < 3, 

4 , 5 , e, 7 , s tfK vtim 
vi^ifl (v^nr) fWt, 
23 feft 4ft vfwrfavf 

% VtJT 2 fanV Tfif 4 ft 
‘R'f it fa(^ *Tf 2 fv 5 
,‘ 8^frpT*2 vh £WR 
4 t >PF2iT 2T *fH iRff 
9 (fair* V* 2 Jf?f 4 T(tS 
>Pt 4 tRii % 

fair '-Tpruff Hr, 341 q 

qttirr vtf ) ^ if 
*34*1)^ qrtTTT^i 

4 ¥T'Tt 2 ^ 2 , 

3 fawvTTfrrr evk 10,2$ 

frofti 1 

6 Vlt* UTOfl TTfwr, 2$ 
folft 5ft »r4V Blffalft 
^ (fa2% IRT'Tff 2!7ff 3fa: 
■32% WrYtrT % 212% 

Jr) 5 ft vi^s fafat- 

1, 2, J, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 

Vk VR-2R VT22T 
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3(11 U WTEf t.r T m*. 3 v-iTn ] 


(wm) ft#, Hi fir# 
■fr etfumfiTi 't, hu h 
snir uTrafe'i at tf- 
sp ' or *fn #r if, 
umi x Trftrif 1 

7 ftfa a^Ttrifr xftnr hi 

ft# ufl sr*fr «tft# 

%, (ft# xpfaHH#l, 
3 # STpflfTft «F mrA 
wf i ) # sputa hptf 
ft# 1, 2, 3, i, 5 , fa. 
7, s tfrr wrm wito 
ft#, h# 
fir#, iff wfanf# 
ijfr xttfto firfsr wm# 
JTTT ft# Wm# Htfa- 
fffCT # nfirm 
$ tiwc *rt nfa 
unft «*tj ? »nihrtir 
irr,trt?f 1 

t, .ftfowT nftw, xi 

ft# wf wft ®qforot 

8 v (ft# tpcrn’T tuff 
»frr 7 # mifft# * 
it nr# # |) # 
trunw wiyr; ft# r, 

3 , 3 , 4 , 5 , 6 , 7 , 

« #t wwr wyc 

«ftft»Tft#, ft# 

nff ufaTif# i; w 5 ift 

ifttnftT, far 

tpt.tft, HI 

ftfWTT T?t Tit HR 
33 ft T ftft'Xt 
tTjrft faftAsr faff?# 
*iVT TtuftsTTHf Tt TF- 
tu HI *fa T# ?, 
«W if TrrftT^f TTfJf 

5> 

(xr*#r) ft# flift# / pff pxt Ht* xrqwt T 

?fttj if Tifati <P# 
sfa #sPT/4rri/tifaT 
fttrftrof mm tir 
i*5-10 8 1) ¥'r or h# 
HTtisr trr*w Tt srtff 
| or tfft *n# ft# 
#J if H'(fl # ftuftfaT 
font nor $ tr>: tff 
qpjTX tlfaftHtT Tf 
UTO 136 (2) HI 1*8 
$t u*fa i-7-iaeo 

tt ht ■3# 'TT^W or# 


1 Ofaj/'fft 1 1, 1804 


I 2 .1 1 

tr Hritr £ #1 Ttt.H'tt 

nfa# nfa#, 

nfan^T Hfttt, tHt 
sffasfj HIE# THH H 
Affair, siofrotnri! #- 
zff ^ta Apffar af* 
mtuA# Aft# faffaAT 
Aft#, f fftr #prrdT 
Aft# vn srftlio Hft' 
isrr, Hf ft# # srfip; 

»wfu ftffart 
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, b, 7, R 
fl'fr WZVT WiCTf37 («# 
hut) ft#, ft# 
ift wrPnrrftot t 

#str|3Ri n«J«r, msjT'r rriTrtf fttr 1 

[no 457R ( #'»To 1 37/1 j/s J-Wit ?( (rrmit)] 


S.O. 9.—In c\erci'ie of the powoi-. uonfe iei hv 
sub-'ieetiori (I) of Scfalion 121 of the Ineomc-t.iA A^t, 1961 (43 
of 1961) and in partial m idilieatio i of all pro; ( hi-' m > lilicatio i„ 
in this I'esnd. the C'c null R >ard of Dire4 TaKct lte-elv directs 
that the 1 ’omnusMOiiei' of Income-las nientionsd in column (2) 
of the Schedule annexe 1 hereto shall exerei e I'lrUJiction in 
respoct of such areas or of such pot sons or clauses of persons or 
of such incomes or classes of incomes of of ouch cases or clases 
of cases as are c unpriced ii the Income-tax Cucles, Wards or 
Diitficls referred to in the ('olumn (4) of the said Schedule. 

Provided that .1 t. ominisstoner of I neomc-t tx shall also per 
form his functions m tcspect of such persons or of such case 
as have been or m ty be asiigtied by the Central B lard of Direct 
Taxes to any liv.omc-tax Authority Sub uduutc to him 

Provided furthei that a Onnmissionu shall mt petfoim 
his functions in respect of such persons 01 stich casc^ as have 
been or may be assigned to any Income tax Authority outside 
his jurisdiction. 

S CHE DULL 

S. Commissioner Headquarters Jurisdiction 
No. of income-tax 

1 2 “ ~ 4 ' 5~ 

8. Delhi-l New Delhi 1. Companies Circle-11, 

New Delhi, 

2. Companies Circlc-VlI. 
New Delhi. 

3. Companies Cnple-X, 
New Delhi. 

4. Companies Ciicle-XTV j 
New Delhi. 

5. Companies Circle-XV- 
NevV Delhi. 
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6. Companies Cirde-XFX, 

New Dolhi. 

7. Special (Vcle-XV, 

New Delhi. 

8. Foreign Seel ion. New 
Delhi. 

9. Special Cuclc-Ul, 

New Delhi, 

8A Delhi-Il New Delhi I. Companies Circlc-I, 

New Delhi. 

2. Companies Cir. IV, 

New Delhi. 

3. Companies Cir. V, 

New Delhi. 

4. Companies Cir VI, 

New Delhi. 

5. Companies Cir. VI11, 

New Delhi. 

6. Companies Cir. IX, 

New Delhi. 

7. Companies Cir. XI, 

New Delhi. 

8. Companies Cir. XVII, 

New Delhi. 

9. Companies Cir. XVUT, 

XXI, XXV, New Delhi. 

10., Companies Cir. XXIV, 

New Delhi. 

11. Uistl VI(13). New 

Delhi. 

SB Delhi*!II Ne.v Oclhi. 1. All Wards in Distt. V, 

New Delhi except Distt. 

V(R). 

2. AH Wards in Dull. 

VIII, New Delhi. 

J, Addh Survey Cir. 

IV, New Delhi. 

4. Companies Cir. Ill 
New Delhi. 

5. Companies Cir. XU, 

New Delhi. 

6. Companies Cir. XIII, 

New Delhi 

7. Companies Cir. XV, 

New Delhi. 

8. Companies Cir. XX, 

Now Delhi, 

9. Companies Cir. XXJII, 

New Delhi. 

10. Bsta.c Duty-cum-I I. 
Circle, New Delhi, 

11. Add!. Estate Duty- 
cum-T.T. Circle, New 
Delhi. 

1C Dclhi-lV New Delhi. 1. All Wards in Distnct- 

UI-A, New Delhi. 

2, All Wards in District. 
Ilf-B, New Delhi. 

3, All Wards in Dibtriet- 
III-C, New Delhi. 

4, Evacuee Circles, Ne 
Delhi. 
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5. Suivey Circle-Ill, New 
Delhi. 

h Transput Circle, Delhi 
dealing with the eases 
of" all parsons (inclu¬ 
ding I he eases of firms 
or companies the pari 
ners or as the case may 
, be, the Directors there¬ 
of carrying on busi- 
nc-s or profession as 
Road Tiansport Opera¬ 
tors under the juris¬ 

diction of Commis - 
simet of Income-tax, 
Dclhi-1, II, Ilf, TV, V . 

VI, VII, VIII & 

Commissioner of In¬ 
come-tax, (Inv.), Delh i, 
New Delhi. 

8D Delhi-V New Delhi. C All Wards m Distt. 

II, New Delhi. 

2. All Wards in Distt- 

IV, New Delhi. 

3. All Wards in Distt. 

VII, New Delhi. 

4. Refund Ciicle, New 
Dolhi. 

fit Dclhi-Vl ‘ ■ New Delhi. 1. Salary Circles, New 

Delhi, 

2. Pvt. Salary. Circles, 
New Delhi. 

3. T.D.S. Circles, New 
Delhi. 

4. Tiust Circles, New 

Delhi. 

5. Provident Fund Cir 
ole, New Delhi. 

8F Delhi-Vlf N»wDelhi. 1 All Wards in Distt, 

], New Delhi. 

2. All Wards in Distt, 
111-D, N. Delhi. 

3. Distt. Ill (19) to (23 ’ 

& Distt. Ill (27) > 

New Delhi. 

4. All "Wards in DislE 

VI, New Delhi except 
Distt- VI (13), Nev^ 
Delhi. 

5. All Wards in Distt. 

IX, New Delhi. 

6. All Wards in Distt, 

XI, New Delhi. 

7. Spl. Cir, XIV, New 
Ddhi. 

8. Special Circlc-VI 

(Addl.) and Special 
Circle-XVl, New Delhi 
for dealing with th e 
cases of all peraons in 
icspect of whom an 
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order of detention has 
been made under the 
Maintenance of Inter-" 
rial Securin Act (for 
smuggling activities) 
and fo r etgn Exchange 
racketeering) and/or 
Conservation of 

Foreign Exchange and 
Prevention of Smugg¬ 
ling Activities Act, 

1974 and which are 
under the jurisdiction 
of all Commissioners 
of Income-tax at 
Delhi excluding the 
Commissioner of In¬ 
come-tax (Central), 

New Delhi. 

9. Distt. V(8), New 
Delhi. 

New Delhi. 1. All Wards in Distt. 

X, New Delhi. 

2. Survey Circ'e-IV, New 
Delhi. 

3. Contractors Circles 

Delhi dealing with 
the cases of all pet- 
sons (including the 

cases of firm or com. 
panies, the partners 
of as the case may¬ 

be, the directors 
thereof) carrying on 
business or profes¬ 
sion as Architects, 

Engineers and Con¬ 
tractors for carrying 
out any work (in¬ 
cluding supply of 
labour for . carrying 
out any work under 
the jurisdiction of 
Commissioners of In¬ 
come-tax, l3elhi-I, II, 

III, IV, V, VI, VI l 
VIII and Commisl 8H 

sioner of Income-tax 

(Inv.), Delhi, New 
Delhi. 

4. Companies Cir. XXII 
New Delhi. 

' 5. Spi. Cir. VI & X, 

New Delhi. 

f. Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant’s Circles, New 
Delhi, dealing with 
the cases of all per¬ 
sons (including in 
the cases of firm 

- partners, thereof carry¬ 
ing on business or 
profession as Char¬ 
tered Accountants un_ 
der the Jurisdictino 


of Commissioners of 
Income-tax, Delhi-T, 

II, III. TV V, VI 
VII, VIII and Com¬ 
missioner s of In¬ 
come-tax (Inv.). Delhi, 
New Delhi. ■ 

7. Lawyer’s Circle, New 
. Delhi dealing with 

the cases of all per¬ 
sons (including in 
the case of firms 
partneis thereof) car¬ 
rying on business or 
profession as Law¬ 
yers (including solici¬ 
tors and advocates) 
under the jurisdiction 
of Commissioners of 
Income-tax, Delhi-I, If, 

III, IV, V, VI, VII, 
VIII and Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax 
(Inv.), Delhi, New 
Delhi. 

8. Doctors Circles, New 
Delhi, dealing with 
the cases of all per. 
sons (including in 
the cases of firms, 
partners thereof) carr¬ 
ying on basiness or 
profession as Medical 
Practitioners of Allo¬ 
pathic, Homeopathic, 
Unani, Ayurvedic or 
any other system of 
medicine) Radiologists 
and Pathologists un¬ 
der the jurisdiction of 
Commissioner of In¬ 
come-tax, Delhi-I, II, 
III, IV, V, VI, VII, 
VIII and Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax, 
(Inv.), Delhi, New 
Delhi. 

(Inv.) Delhi. New Delhi. Survey Wards/Circles dea¬ 
ling with all new cases 
where returns are filed 
for the first time on or 
after 1-5-1980 or cases 
which have not neither 
to been assessed and 
where notice u/sec. 139(2) 
or 148 of Income- 
tax Act, 1961 is to be 
issued on or after 1-7-1980 
pertaining to the terri¬ 
torial jurisdiction of Com¬ 
missioner of Income-tax, . 
Delhi-I, II, III, IV, V, VI, 
VII, VIII and Commis¬ 
sioner of Income-tax 
(Inv.) Delhi, New Delhi 
except cases relating 



R THE, GAZETTE OT INDIA : JANUARY I, 1983/PAUSA 11, 190 I 

1 2 3 4 

Companies Circles, Con¬ 
tractor Circles, Trans¬ 
port Circles, Salary Cir¬ 
cles, Private Salary Cir¬ 
cles, T.D.S Circles, 

Trust Circles, Chartered 
Accountants Circles, Doc¬ 
tors Circles, Lawyers 
Circles and Refund Cit 
cles. New Delhi 

This notification takes effect from 19th April, 1982. 

[No 4578/F No 187/14'82-IT (AI)j 

sftioanoio-%3#9str9<sr9>7 9Ti,?Ti94!*srfaPm, i96i (i<5t;i 
99 43) Tit act 121# OTSm ( 1) flti 99c9 #99# 91T JT919 999 
IT -sfp ft? 9199 9# 17 * 4 # RfsrcpFn# 99 mDir *9 ?r 
9Tr4f74 9>79 gr f949 9# f fT S9tt 94T95 949# % *9*9 
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1 947 9f%9- vr, 95T9 

2 19*9979 9ET5T 

3 9tf%4=t 4t%9 

4 f9Tf9t7 9pfl4 

5 9T497999 9fT9 
fi 49197 9El9 I 

7 9191979 9f%9 I 

8 9#7 9FT9 t 

9 9(9*9 9^9 I 

1 999t 9?%9\ frPTfTTI’T*# 

2 947 9f%9 I, fft^Dm- 
9wfr i 

,1 947 7tf%9 II, fftsfaPT- 
t "TV i 

4 ^7 9f%9 

5 TSTpteSif 9f%5T 

<0 O N 

6 9J7T?f# 9f%*t 

7 4T49f 9^49 997 

8 997 9f%T' 

9 f93r9 9ETT997 

10 f?ft44 9 Et9 1 

1 1 f9#9#fl 9f%9 I 

12 99T4?tf79 9ET9 I 

13 f949947 9f%T 1 

14 9T47TD9 9ET9 I 

1 5 99919*91 94T 9T99r’- 
9i%9 I 

I 9f99f 9f%9-I, 9ftS997 I 
?. 9 : 99 V tEtt-II, #5997 

3 4i99V 9f%9 TIT, TT9997 

4 ft) rEttTV, #1997 

5 9r99t 9f%9 V, 9WW997 

6 94 T 9E9T4 I, 9ft?997 

7 94 T 9 E 49 II, #5997 

8 947 9f%9 III, #799* 

9 999 #W, 9TV7497 

10 99tT9S I 

II 9V9T# 9f#T 

12 f94 c 97 9f%9 

13 9dt 9E9T9 

14 5r4f4f* 7rS%9T I 

1 5 9:9# #%9, 999 I 

16 9f%9, 9%9 I 

17 9f%9-Il 9^9 I 

18 9941 W~9T 941 999917 
9f%9, #19^7 | 

1 f9-499'ItiP49f9l9,9?r9l 
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.i Wj mm ’rfr'T, 
rtofqr i 

4 fsf^ tpim Rftsr j, [i, 
sfH Tfl nm i 
R faxiS W^«T rtlV 7 ! 
cds^Fjr i , 

4B*rftff4Ai 19-4-82 % HUtlfr ism 1 

[tt° 4 5 79/911 “*f 0 1 87/1 iji'i-vaiov (rr tfff )J 
"Pfo^To nlfiTifWT, 

(INCOME-TAX) 

S.O. 10 . — In exercise of the powers confeirod by .sub¬ 
section (1) cf section 121 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961) and in pat tint modification of all previous modifications 
in this regard, the Central Board of Direct Taxes hei cby directs 
that the Commissioner of Income-tax mentioned in Column(2) 
of the Schedule annexed hereto shall exercise jurisdiction in 
respect of such ateas or of such persons 01 classes of perse ns or 
of such incomes or c’asses of incomes or of such cases orclasses 
of cases as ate comprised in the Income-tax Circks, Wards or 
Districts referied to in the column (4) of the said Schedule: 

Provided that a Commiss.oner of Income-tax shall also 
pot form his functions in respect of such persons or of such 
cases as havo been or may be assigned by the Central Board of 
Direct Taxes to any Income tax Authority subordinate to him: 

Piovided furthor that a Commissioner shall not perform 
his functions in respect of such persons or of such-cases as 
have been or m»y be assignod to any Incomc-lax Authority 
outside hi* jurisdiction. 
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21C Tamil Nadu- Madras 1, Salary Chcle-T, 

IV Madias, 

2. Salary Ci 1 clt-ll, 

Madras. 

3. Refund Circle. Madras. 

4. City Ciicle-V, Madias. 

}. Film Ciicle, Madias. 

21D TamilNadu-V Madras 1. City Cbcle-VI, 

Madias. 

2. ViUupuiam Ciicle. 

3. Pondicherry Ciicle. 

4. Cuddaloie Circle. 

5. Naga.pattinam. Ciicle. 

6. Thanjavur Circle. 

7. Kancheepuram Circle. 

8. Vellore Circle, 

' 9. Tambaram Ciicl». 

I1E 'Madurai Maduiai 1. Com. C'ir,, Tiruthiia- 

pnlli. 

2. CityCir. 1, 
Tii'uchiropalli. 

3. City Cir. TI. 

Tiruchii v palli. 

4 Karur Ci-.cle. 

5 Pudukottair Ciicle- 

6 . Karaikudi Ciicle. 

7. Company Ciicle. 
Madurai. 

8. Madurai Ciicle. 

9. Spl. Cit. Madurai. 

10. Dindigul Circl:. 

, 1. Tiumelveli Cm lc. 

’2. Tutico-in Circle. 

13. Virudhynagar Circle. 

14. Nagercoil Ciicle. 

15. ED-cum-)T Circle, 
Madurai, 


SCHEDULE 

S. Commissioner Head- Jurisdiction 

No. of Income-tax quarters 
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21 Tamil Nadu-1 Mauras 

21A Tamil Naou-If Madras 
* 

21B Tamil Nadu-HI Madras 
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1. City Circle-1, Madias. 

2. Foreign Section, Madi as. 

1. Company Ciicle-1, 
Madras. 

2. Company Circle-11, 
Madras. 

3. City Circlo-lll, 

Madras, 

(. City Ciicle-lV, Madias. 

1. ED-cUm-TT Circle. 
Madras. 

2. ED-cOm-TT Circle, 
Thanjavur. 

3. Company Circle-Ill, 
Madras. 

4. City Circle-11, Madras. 
6 . City Cirde-Vir, 

Madras. 

6 . Hundi Ciicle, Madtss. 


21F Coimbatoie Coimbatore 1. Com Cir. I, 

Coimbatore. 

2. Coro. Cir. II, 
Coimbatore. 

3. Com. Cir, Ill, 
Coimbatoie. 

4. Com. Cir. IV, 
Coimbatoie. 

5. Corn. Cir. V, 
Coimbatore. 

6. City Cir. J, 
Coimbatore. 

7. City Cir. IT, 
Coimbalo'e. 

8. City Cir. Ill, 
Coimbatore. 

9. Salary Ciicle, 
Coimbatore. 

10. Dot act murid Circle. 

11. Pollachi Circle. 

12. Tiruppur Ciicle. 

13. Erode Circle. 

14. Krishnagiri Circle. 

15. Com. Cir., Salem. 

16. Circle T, Salem. 

17. Circle II, Salem. 

> 8. ED cum IT Cir., 

19 Coimbatoie. 
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21G (Ihvestiga'iorf) Mauias 1, Spl. Suuey Cir., 

Madras. 

j.. Spl. Suney Ci- , 
Madurai. 

3 Spl. Sur,ey Ci> , 
Odmbaior*. 

4. Spl. Inv, Cucks, T, 

II A III, Madia,. 

3. Spl. Inv. Circle, 
Combs tore 

This notification shall come inlo force fiorn 19-4-1983. 

[No, 4579/F. No. 187/14/82 IT (All] 

V.B. SRINIVASAN, Secy 
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w«!n»n--!rfw vx itf, trwr? trfirfmw, teet (tgei 

*■ 43)ifr STITT 12 TWTfT (1) mi 5T?M vrftirTf TO .rot 

fT, F-pfr trfmjTF »fo 4579 Hiftn 17-4-82 *pr fapdfaftnt 
tfrflsPT grttfi I 1 

Ttf tfo-2irr xftt; 21T % trr»rir'rff»r 4 %■ rfilf fRr;rfnf[%n 
JtM^r aftfjr Tliqiff I 


w *° Wiwsr,^ TUTiw 


2 IT FTftTfm-iv rum 6 tf-wt »tFw [V mrm 

1 ^ -’faTTItf- V *TSTfT ] 0 fljSRtVm trftPT I 


TS Wf^VT 19-4-^982 $ ffpll I 

[TM592/'Cro fl fo 187/l4/82-snf 
tTTPT ^4, 5TTC rrfVif 

New Delhi, the 29th April, 1982 
(INCOME-TAX/ 

S.O.II— In exorcise of Ov-powes conferred by utb- 
loction (!) of Section 121 of the Income Ur. Act, 1961 (43 of 
1961), tho Central Board of Di cot Taxes he eby mates (he 
following amendments to its Notification No. 4579 dated 
17-4-82. C 

The following entries shall be added under Col 4 against 
SI. No. 21 C and 21D. 

SI. Commissioner Head Jurisdiction 

No. of Income-tax quarters 

21C Tamil Nadu IV Madras 6, Comp. Circle IV, 

MSd as. ' 

2ID Tamil Nadu V Madras 10, Kumbakonam Circle. 
This order shall take effocr fiom 19-4-1982. 


[N >. 4592/F. No. 187/14/82 IT (Al)] 
MILAp JAIN, Under Sec, 
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Wf TTf TTTtT ftnrrq 
(iffon twn) 

’ tfi ftt-ifi, 1 4 farfERT l y 8 > 

Vtf3tTo i2- fqfqjpTT Wfaf-RW, 1949(1949 

v, in) tti mV, 53 iT T i pta srfmt ai sram imt p 
rtrwy-r q^ffm fnrw =n fa'tfffrsr Rr SM irfr 

t ff 'zv\ sq-fa-fTOTm 4\ triA y % tpth, ru «m fi w% 

T’r wxfn % fan- xrflbr 29 frmTT, 19 b a rt, ra^r? art 
fafa 5 -V, trqrftT cp 3^ tffai TTifT AgT Bbi 5WT -rf?; SARA «=I£f. 
str-H fsnrr-srrmTe, T-ffen r ifafr jpt sio.fin tffatua 
nfarfaw mm bti %a * w.d Affar m tifam 

“Wii ^1 nw tFtfai Tt snfmr il I 1 

[hOTr 1 i/32/82-sf ogflo-ID] 

(Department of Economic Affaire) 

(Banking Division) 

New Delhi, the 13 th December, 1982 

S.O. 12.-—In exorcise of the power? conferred by section 
53 of the Banting Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India, hereby declares that the provisions of section 9 
of the said Act shall not apply to the Karnataka Bank Ltd., 
Mrng.ilore, fm a Anther period of 011c year i e. up to the 
29th December, 1983 in respect of the immovable property 
of a two storejed house including shop and (in godowns 
bearing municipal Nos. 810, 811 and 812 held by it at 
Kundgol, DharVar District, Karnataka, 

{No. 15/32/82-B.O IIIJ 

faf fTHfr, 13 f?WT 1982 

tfrto moi3.—fafwmf sfftrffaFT, 

1 949 ( 1949 TT 10) BT T f S3STWSJW SIpTfiRT 
3PT SpfPl 47?% |{ 5fPTW STPcftR fv31# Tl 

flTTTlfTr T t . pTTSTTT ?ITO TTTi % f% TR ?rf%- 

ffriTR «PT BTTT 10 (l) % (»r) % 

(I) *r)r (TT) % tww 2 s 3 j;t, 1983 

( TT sraftr % f%f{ %^n TT %PTT fPF 

(fTT, Tfpt fff T T7TT 5imefT fr«H H"TST 

ffi%7PT % rraTf ff^?T 

m'fri^'RTT 51% f T wfevr Trd'fr 

spTT^' | f% TTfuf^iPT, 1956 (lf>56 43T 

l) % TOfiffT TrfffM rtT TTTi ^ %i T (^f) T5T 
JTfiffTM'T TT KTi^f 19 TT TT*ri' r T (.3) T ^ET 
28 ^tf, 1983 tPE m mrftr % %fTTT TT 
T-T %%IT TT 1 'TT'T ?fPT, fPF V 

?3Tcr % %TPf prat 

mtprrT^spT 4% urffTT tqtriT 

- 1 1 

(ijfd 1 5/28/82-^0 molt J] 
trsfo T(o Sf^TT, mTT frf%T 
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9.0. 13.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec¬ 
tion 53 pf the Bunking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), 
the Central Government, on the recommendation of the 
Reseivc Bank of India, hereby declares that (a) the piovislons 
■of sub-clauses (■) and (lit of clause (c) of sub-secti.in (1) 
of section 10 of the said Act shall not apply to Cana)a Bank 
for a period upto ?Kth June, 1983 in so fur as the said pro¬ 
visions prohibit its Chapman and Managing Director from 
being the Director of the Kerala Industrial and Technical 
Consultancy Organisation ltd., being a rompany registered 
under the Companies Act, 1956 (1 of 1956) and that (Vs) 
the provisions of sub-section (3) of section 19 of the said 
Act shall not apply to Cairaia Bank -for a period upto the 
28th June, 1982 in so far as the said provisions prohibit »t 
from holding shares in the Keutla Industrial and Technical 
5 Consultancy Organisation Ltd, 

(No. 15|28j82-B.O.Hl] 
N. D, BATRA, Under Secy. 

E$ ft Eft, 10 feimfT, 1982 
fltaWro 14-tfVT fElEEEE EfafEEE, 1949 (l949 

ei lo ) see tee e?ete eve EftTfEEE c?r eei t) 
Ei 'jD'r 56 % hm eise sim 53 «rti sre etetet 

% EEETE 0 EV ERE % ftELE 4 spTSE, 1979 E 

S3 

tris % ete n, tspR 3 , ta-try (ii) ir mitt 
beer, fatr tram, eiIee tot farrE (tfEESETE) 
Ef Ef fEEtE 19 EvTlt 1979 ET Efo ER 
Eo 26 39 % EtflE EElfEE EftPJEET tfo 8 ( 22 ) 
79—To Hio E EE E, Eftft EVER ERE1E 
ftfr 5ffr fEElftE «R EEE5RT JR niTT^fT ETcfi | fE 
HA TfftfiEEff TO URT IB E*R 3 4 % 7W(, fEEY 
■ToTfG EE 9R, 20 ^ET'f, 1985 EE Ei Eft ETfa 

% f^,-r sr^t et eie Tift ?te e?t ee, tp^te 

EJERf fam fEEE EfafEEE, 196 2 ( 1962 El 26) 
% eeie tut eter 3171 pirfier ticket ?r*ERt 
fTTra fahE E hE EER' % TV 3T v f fEE W, ETET 
WATT EiilEl % EET E EE'tJE ElfhVEt E EEE if 

EgERf TV TRi EEEi ERftfffEET ATT EfTEEfEET 
ml TfT-'Ti ir TTirr ETWE I I 

eej fv, yrur is v we eee surferfE vif 

TUiTT ETE V.D ■3’GTTT EE 3TTT, TEE EfETEEE Vi 

ert 24 ei ee uri ( 2 E) % (e) %we 

Ra"i Eg TpOTTUrTT El EEET ETE if W IUfl' TIT 
IfR TtUT TEErET % ETE E, fEEE if fap tfE EJE 
V WEEiTE ETE TIT iEEE E ftfE bn; % 

EEH E fEEE VI in EE I fi ^ EgfEET VI 

fen Ti^rr 1 

[WiT 8-32/8 2-0 o Efo] 
7pT TT<T, T-R B'fVV 

New L :1L., t _ s 10 h C :cmber, 1982 

S.O. 14 —In c\o o| t’ pov.c conlened by Section 
53 read with t*oi» ' n of the i, G ug. Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949) (1 -*i tie' i ferred 1.' as the said Act) and in 
continuation of tfc ri tihe il i c tl c Government of India, 


Ministry of finance, Department of Economic Affairs (Banking 
Division), New Delhi under No. 8/(22)/79-AC dated the 
19th Tuly, 1979 published at S.O. No. 2639 of the Gazette 
of India, Part II, Section 3 sub-scction (ii) dated 4 Auguat 
1979, (lie Central Government, on the recommendation of 
the Receive Bank of India, hereby declares that the provi¬ 
sions of sections 18 and 24 of the said Act shall not, for 
a further period upto 20 July 1985 apply to a co-operativo 
bank insofar r^, they require tile co-operative bank, to maintain 
the percentage of cash reserve and assets respectively men¬ 
tioned therein in respect of liabilities arising out of the 
loans or advances availed of by such bank from National 
Co-operative Development Corporation established by Gov¬ 
ernment of India under the National Co-operative Develop¬ 
ment Corporation Act, 1962 (26 of 1962): 

Provided that in computing the cash reserve under Sec¬ 
tion IK and the assets which the said bank maintained under 
clause (a) of sub-section (2A) of Section 24 respectively of 
the said Act. in respect of all other demand and time liabili¬ 
ties, the undisbnrsed portion of the loan availed of from 
the Corporation and the unremitted recoveries to the Cor- 
poiation on account of the borrowing from the Corporation 
shall be excluded. 

(No. 8-32(82-AC] 
RAAM BEHRA, Under Seey. 

(WWTfaTTff) 

J (twin; wtTEr Er vctrfwr) 

VRrT, 4 ferWR, 1982 

nffo kn° 15.g—TUFTT Ef Tiff t 

UATV TPIlTTT, 19 57. T(7T 42-ffT Y WIT 
fadlfTfCTr Tf BIT WIT SNA frftlfetff spt iPFlftw 
fffTT TfRT NTT%T if <HWC kfiT ffTi'Tfin |l tffl: 
TFTTV CfPlVT, TTfT'T TRIT ii f^ffT vt 1981-82 
if 10 VW 7TT T TlW ETT 17 STTVR qftl- 
fffffT 1957 ( 1957 El 27) % TERM ET 
fEE EE ffftTrfEferff Sffffffl'Et fEAT |) 

* TtT kfilfTTV fTTT (‘TE. E. PEi' ii fEEl 

|) E TIE T>7 THf fEftlfeEl vfE (l) EE 

(2) fffETfTE UE (3) ftmiPCT HE (4) ET 5E sftT 
(5) ET EErl (iDft TEE VTE E) 1^EE3T7T EETfET 
fEE ElT | I 


,v 

& 

* 

0 

0 

ETEE 

EETE ^E, EfEET V&Z, 

kTCE ‘ 

ff' 





(1) 

1977-78 

(2) l: 

214000 

(3) 

1568700 


(4) 293 

15 (5) 

^29.31 5 



(1) 

1978-79 

(2) 1 

124800 

(3) 

1648000 


(4) 314 

51 (5) 

31451 



(1) 

1979-80 

(2) li 

041500 

(3) 

1585600 


(4) 292 

14 \S) 

29214 



(1) 

1980-81 

(2) 

EEfftlE/fTP; 

EJE Eift 


fEET t 

( 3 ) 2000000 

(4) 

43750 


(5) E# 






2. Tf ETE $Z, JT7E7ET 'r? J 


( l) 1980-8 1 ( 2 ) 10795U0 ( 3 ) 1079500 

(4) 16135 (5) 16135 
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3. eft %o (To rrEnril^rT famci 'ft' 

(l) 1980-81 (2) 1269000 ( 2 ) 1337200 

(4) 23866 (5) 23866 

4 . eft ^fur, 'ft' 

(l) 1981-82 ( 2 ) 1 195690 ( 3 ) 1 1 56800 

( 4) 18454 ( 5) 184-54 

5. eft fto (ft o jft’TFTTTO 7TO, R I T' J T ftTHT 

TT ST4T 'ft' 

(l) 1 977-78 ( 2 ) 1059568 ( 3 ) 1677800 
(4) 32473 (5) 32473 

6 . eftjrfff Tf^rfw R 90 TTJ 7- , ‘ft’ 

(l) 1979-80 ( 2 ) 1717000 (3) 1680400 

(4) 25941 (5) 26192 
(l) 1980-81 ( 2 ) 1793400 ( 3 ) 1784900 

( 4) 33298 ( 5) 32070 tff 7 

(l) 1981-82 (2) 2101545 (3) 2094200 
(4) 32452 (5) 41690 

* 

7 . eft *mr sre-uft ‘ft’ 

( 1 ) 1979-80 ( 2 ) 2025000 ( 3 ) 2073400 
(4) 46320 (5) 46320 

8 . «ft Tfto sjfa, 'ft' 

(l) 1979-80 (2) 1090000 ( 3 ) 1421200 

(4) 24280 ( 5) 24280 

(l) 1980-81 (2) 1535200 ( 3 ) 1720100 
(4) 39755 (5) 39755 

9. aft iTo %o TPT^Zft, (rf^PfTT iftnfr, 
Jf?rr5%fr ‘ft’ 

(1) 1977-78 (2) 1216700 (3) 1239700 
(4) 19743 (5) 19743 

10. effafft Trfntp-TTT TTT Tlcrft- 

(l) 1979-89 ( 2 ) 937414 ( 3 ) 1053200 
(4) 14625 ( 5 ) 14454 

11. 1 eft ffto «fto Erftr, ■rrftprcr zrm, fcpjr 

'ft’ 

(l) 1981-82 (2) 1035500 ( 3 ) 1055500 

(4) 15415 ( 5 ) 15415 

12. E^pftr aft To fro To fro 

flftTTO? % WfffTT TTTTrfftTRt, JETUTTC ‘ft’ 

(l) 1978-79 (2) 310500 ( 3 ) 1198300 
(4) 18707 (5) 129 I 


13 . eft tffo (Tiro qrrfftr, TTT 

TFTffft 'ft’ 

(l) 1981-82 (2)1004100(3) 100S900 

(4) 14107 (5) 14017 

14. eft- To fjo JTTfForc, Flft 7 ! ftfcET, 

T7^7 ‘ft’ 

(l) 1981-82 ( 2 ) 1415800 ( 3 ) 1415800 

(4) 26223 (5) 26223 

15. eft (To (TTf 0 0T7RT ft°TPTj jyiT 

ftTR 'KFZ T>, 'ft' 

(l) 1977-78 ( 2 ) 687817 ( 3 ) 1 127440 

( 4 ) 16935 (5) 16935 

16 . eft (TfTo rrq-o ftTTOT'T'T 'ft' 

(l) 1981-82 ( 2 ) 1407769 (3) 1402800 
(4)' 25834 (5) 25834 

17 . eft psft, Torterr 'ft' 

( 1 ) 1977-78 ( 2 ) 478065 ( 3 ) 1567200 

(4) 28750 (5) 7500 

18. eft 3TRT <fto TTsfr, *T? 1 W$T, ifto 

ftrftnpr, 'TTfirft, 'ft' 

(l) 1979-80 ( 2 ) 1277400 ( 3 ) 1217800 

( 4 ) 33873 (5) 33873 tftT 

(l) 1980-81 (2) 1023200 ( 3 ) 1465800 

(4) 25395 (5) 25395 I 

19 . sffaffT €1° flfrftrft to, femr, 

(l) 1979-80 (2) 783803 ( 3 ) 1105606 

( 4 ) 16390 (5) 6604 

20 . eft (t(t o jjt 7 , ^rrr, *rrd jkj, TrfHTcr 

‘ft’ 

(l) 1981-82 (2) 901800 ( 3 ) 1036600 

(4) 14665 (5) 11588 

21 . eft tTo (Tq-o FTTR, ^ tfTR 

srn^TT ?m, ‘ft’ 

(l) 1 977-78 ( 2) 777167 ( 3 ) 1 248300 

(4) 19958 (5) 19958 

22 . efrefft mr crftfT sftfft, 

fR, ■(ttTTTTP' 'ft' 

(l) 1981-82 ( 2) 1453300 (3) 1387400, 
(4) 25372 (5) 25372 
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23 . 'fra ttstf, o;, f«f«Rnr, q^M 7 
3(599(391, '<t’ 

(l) 1979-80 (3) 1799900 ( 3 ) 1S10500 

( 4) 371 17 ( 5) 371 17 «P 

(l) 1980-81 (2) 1513100 (3) 1536700 

( 4 ) 27535 (5) 27535 

24. »-ft Oo SFTT9, ^ ^JT 93TR 

WFff 33, jpr. rrrcrrf^TT OT=4o 90 n^o‘ 

(l) 1980-81 ( 2 ) 700454 ( 3 ) 1003200 
( 4 ) 23910 (5) 23910 

25. >-£f tomtni'l 4411 TTdfT, 3^9319, '93. 

H. 0^’ 

0 * 

(l) 1961-02 ( 2 ) 226538 ( 3) 1 585200 

(4) 196 (5) — 

(l) 1962-63 ( 2) 501 033 ( 3 ) 1606900 
( 4 ) 1896 ( 5 ) — 

(1) 1963-64 ( 2 ) gTOOT fe 3339 3 f( fow 
t (3) 1707100 (4) 2100 (5) — 

( 1 ) 1*964-65 ( 2 ) w ^ 

fr9T | I ( 3 ) 1702200 ( 4) 2460 ( 5)- 

(l) 1965-66 (2) 500000 ( 3 ) 1679900 

(4) 4972 (5) — 

(l) 1966-67 (2) 500000(3) 1679900 

( 4 ) 22098 (5) — 

(l) 1967-68 (2) 500000 (3) 1679900 

(4) 220 96 ( 5) — 

(l) 1968-69 (2) 500000 ( 3 ) 1679900 

( 4 ) .22098 ( 5) — 

(l) 1969-70 (2) 500000 ( 3 ) 1676600 

{4) 25755 (5)— 

(l) 1970-71 ( 2 ) 500000 ( 3 ) 3425700 

( 4 ) 81961 (5) — 


(l) 1971-72 ( 2) 500000 ( 3 ) 2466700 

(4) 78465 (5) — 

(l) 1972-73 (2) 500000 ( 3 ) 1877800 

( 4 ) 66244 (5) — 

(l) 1973-74 ( 2 ) 500000 ( 3 ) 1877800 

(4) 66244 (5) — 

(l) 1974-75 (2) 500000 ( 3 ) 1877800 

(4) 66244 ( 5 ) — 

(l) 1975-76 ( 2 ) 500000 ( 3 ) 1882400 

(4) 98184 ( 5 ) — 

(l) 1976-77 (2) 500000 ( 3 ) 1882400 

( 4) 98184 ( 5) — SflT 

(l) 1977-78 ( 2 ) 500000 ( 3 ) 1 934000 

(4) 50560 ( 5 ) — 

26 . ^ 09 0 90 faTPT 93116, f^TPT 9 ( 919 , 

• 'o’ 

•(l) 1976-77 (2) 247600 ( 3 ) 1469200 

( 4) 38764 ( 5) 8000 ?f)7 

(l) 1977-78 ( 2) 8334 ( 3 ) 1 62070 0 

( 4 ) 26974 (5) — 

[if(o 90 212/82-83 TTTIo] 
vfto ?TT7o 93999 
9TW1 91939 

n + 


(Income-tax Department) 

Office of Commissioner of Income-Tax 
Cochin, the 4th December 1fl2 

S.Q. 15-—Whereas the Central Government ii of the opinion that it is necessary ami expedient in the public interest to 
publish under section 42 A of the Wealth-tax Act, 195T the names and other particulars relating to the following individuals (indicated by 
-Y) and Hindu Undivided Family (indicated by TCU.PV) who have been assessed under the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 (27 of 1957) on not wealth 
exceeding Rs. 10 lakhs, in the Charge of the Commissioner of Income-tax, Cochin, during the financial year 1981-82, such particulars like 
(i) Assessment year, (ii) Wealth returned, (iii) Wealth assessed, (tv) Tax payable, (v) Tax paid (all amount in rupees') are hereby published: 

1. Sri M.A-Ajit Prasad Jain, Maniyur Estate, Kalpetta'P 

(i) 1977-73 (ii) 1214000 (iii) 1568700 

( 1 ) 1978-79 (ii) 1124800 ‘ (iii) 1648000 

( 1 ) 1979-80 (ii) 1041500 (hi) 185600 

(i) 1980-81 (ii) R/W noL filed (iii) 2000000 


(rv) 29315 
(iv) 31451 
(iv) 29214 
(tv) 43750 


(V) 29315 
(v) 31451 
(v) 29214 & 
(v) Nil. 
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2. Sri Bartan Wright, Kuttnelloor T 

- (i> 19S0-S1 (ii) 1079500 (iii) 1079500 

3. .Sri K.A. EPakutty, Triehuf. T 

(',) 1980-81 (ii) 1269000 (iii) 1337200 

4. Sri A.P. George, Irinjalakuda. ‘1’ 

(i) 1981-82 (ii) 1195690 • £(iu) 1155800 


(iv) 16135 


(iv) 23865 


(iv) 13451 


(v) 16135 


(v) 23856 


(v)' IS 454 


5. Sri A.V. Gopa'ukrithna Shenoy, C/o. Nov/ Guna Shenoy & Co., 


• Ernakulam. ‘I’ 

(i) 1977-78 . (ii) 1059568 

(iii) 1677800 

(iv) .32473 

(v) 32473 

t. Mrs. Gladys S. Koder. ‘1’ 

(i) 1979-80 * (ii) 1717000 

(i) 1980-81 (ii) 1793400 

(]) 1981-82 _ (ii) 2101545 

£(iii) 1680400 
(iii) 1784900 
£(.iii) 2094200 

(iv) 25941 
(iv) 33298 
(iv) 43452 

(v) 26192 
(v) 32070 & 
(v) 41690 

7. ’ Sri Jose Antony Thulevath, Chaiakudy. ‘1’ 
(i) 1979-80 01) 2025000 

• 

(iii) 2073400 

(iv) 46320 

(y) 46320 

8. Sri K.F. Jose, Trichu! ‘I’ 

(i) 1979-80 (ii) 1090000 

(i) 1980-81 (ii) 1535200 

(iii) 1421200 
(iii)l 720100 

(iv) 24280 
(iv) 39755 

(v) 24280 & 
(v) 39755 


9. «>ri A.K. Kaderkutty, Pallicbn Bungalow, T e !lickerry. ‘I’ 

(i) 1977-78 * (i>) 1216700 (iii) 1239700 (iv) 19743 

10. Mrs. Mariamma'K.uri e n, Colerie Estate, Mcpoadi. ‘I’ 

(i) 1978-79 (ii) 937414 (iii) 1053200 • (iv) 14625 

11 . Sri C. P. Matiey, Chalissery House, Trichur. T , 

(i) 1981-82 (ii) 1055500 (iii) 1055500 (iv) 15415 

12. " Late, Sri K. P. Moideenkutty, by 1./HK. P.M. Kunjahamed, Mannarghat.. T 

(i) 1978-79 (ii) 310500 (iii) 1198300 _ (iv) 18707 


13. Sri C,M. Mohamed Kassim, Maroon Manzil, Chalajtudy. '1’ 

(i) 1981-82 (ii) 1004100 ' (iii) 1008900 


(iv), 14017 


14. 


Sri K.‘V. Mohamed’ Zakir Thahira Manzii, 
(i) 1981-82 ('i) 1415800 


Karuvannur.’ T 

(iii) 1415800 


15. ' Sri A. S- Narayana Shenoy, M/s New 
(i) 1977-78 (ii) 687817 


Guna Shenoy & Co., Ernakulam. ‘1’ 
(iii) 1127440 


16. Shri S. S. Nayayanan, Ernakulam. ‘I’ 

(i) 1981-82 (ii) 1407769 

17. Sri Neelikandi Kunhamed Hari Kalpetta. T 

(i) 1977-78 (ii) 478065 


(iii) 1402800 
(ii) 1567200 


18. Sri Oommen P. Koshy, Alexandra Estate, B. Division, Padagui, T 


(i) 1979-80 («) 1277400 (iii) 1217800 

(i) 1980-81 (ii) 1023200 (iii) 1465800 

19 Smt. N. T. Sarojini Amma, Cheloor Villa, Kakkanad. ‘1’ 

’ (i) 1979-80 (») 783803. (iii) li05605 

20. Sri M. Subair Haji, Marikunnu, Calicut. ‘I’ 

(i) 1981-82 (ii) 901800 (iii) 1036600 . 

21. Sri A. S. Suresh Sh e noy, C/o. New Guna Shenoy & Co., Ernakulam ‘I’ 

. (i) 1977-78 (ii) 777167 . (iii) 1248300 


(iv) 26223 

(iv) 16925 

(iv) 25834 
(iv) 28750 

(iv) 33873 
(iv) 25395 

(iv) 16390 

(iv) 14665 

(iv) 19958 


k 

(v) 19743 

* 

(v) 14454 
(v) 15415 . 

(v) 1291 

(v) 14017 

(v) 26223 

(v) 16935 

(v) 25834 
£(v) 7500 ' 

(v) 33873 & 
(v) 25395 

(v) 6604 

(v) 11588 

(v) 19958 
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"ZU. - -- "— — - - “- - 

-- 

"— - - 
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22. Smt. R- Swarnam Nnravanan. Prccthi, Chittoor Road, Ernakulam. T 



(i) 19R142 

(in 14 51300 

(ili) 1187400 

(iv) 25372 

(v) 25372 

23. Sri Thomas P. Koshy, A Division. PaJaairi, 

Njlli-nn'rnhy, ‘ 1 ’ l 



f i) 1979-80 

(li) 1799900 

(ii i J 1810500 

(iv) 37117 

(v) 37117 A 

(li) 1980-81 

(ii) 1513100 

(iii) (536700 

(iv) 27535 

(v) 27535 

24- Sri A. L Vasudeva 

Shcnoy, C/o. Ne w Gnna Shenoy it Co., Friukulam ‘HUF’ 


1 98 O- 8 1 

(n) 700454 

(iii) 1001200 

(i\) 23910 

(v) 23910 

25 Sri Vantigopala Vafma Raja, Kollengode. ‘HUF’ 



fi) 1961-62 

(ii) 226538 

(iii) 1585200 

On) 196 


(i) 1962-61 

(ii) 501033 

(iii) 1606900 

(iv) 1896 

(v) -- 

fi) 1963-64 

(ii) R/W lW t filed 

(iii) 1707100 

(iii) 2100 

(v) - 

fi) 1964-65 

(ii) R/W not filed 

(iii) 1702200 

(Iv) 2460 

(V) — 

(i) 1965-66 

(ii) 500000 

(iii) 1679900 

(iv) 4972 

(V) - 

(i) (966-67 

(ii) 300000 

(iii) 1679900 

(iv) 22098 

(V) — 

(1) 1967-68 

(ii) 500000 

(iii) 1679900 

(IV) 22098 

(V) - 

(i) 1968-69 

■ (ii) 500000 

(ii) 1679900 

(iv) 22098 

(v) - 

(i) 1969-70 

(ii) 500000 

(iii) 1679900 

(iv) 25755 

(v> - 

(0 1970-71 

(il) 500000 

(iii) 3425700 

(iv) 81961 

(v) — 

fi) 1971-72 

/(ii) 500000 

(iii) 2466700 

(iv) 78465 

(v) — 

(i) 1972-73 

(ii) 500000 

(iii) 1877800 

(iv) 66744 - 

(v) - 

(i) 1973-74 

(ii) 500000 

(iii) 1877800 

(iv) 66244 

(V) - 

(i) 1974-75 

(ii) 500000 

(iii) 1877800 

(iv) 66244 

(V) _ 

(i) 1975-76 

(fi) 500000 

(iii) 1882400 

(iv) 98184 

(V) 

(i) 1976-77 

(ii) 300000 

(iii) 18K2400 

(iv) 93184 

(V) - 

(i) 1977-78 

(ii) 500000 

(iii) 1934000 

(iv) 50560 . 

(V) - 

26. Sri M. J. Vijaya paJmin, Vijayam indiram (Cdpetta, ‘I’ 

. 


(i) 1976-77 

(ii) 247600 

(iii) 1469200 

(iv) 3876,4 

(v) 8000 A 

(i) 1977-78 

(ii) 8334 

(iii) 1620700 . 

(iv) 26974 

(v) - — 

Ernakulam, Cochin-16. 



LC. 

N 0 . 212/82-83/R] 


G. R. PATWAROHAN, 
Commissioner of Income Tax, Cochin 


4.12.82 


Dated :---- 

13.9.904 


iKt-T RtSfTTTT 

ftm) 

WTshrr 

30 1982 

tjrrowto 16 .—Ref: tr-fr k srrsfkwm, 

55mr fMfjrmtfr, g’rrfrr fa^nvwi kU, ms 
fWPT % Sf?R (PIT %5TT ^TUfaiTT 5RT fo'O *fm 
«rpBT5ft % m, qvfr^vn, q-FT-T, qfvR.fq, f^TTO 
?ptt f=m % 'trtr srt af,T forr | 

3f}fr gt^T faiRT SlfafTTR, 1964 ( 1964 ^1 37) 

«f 7 srrrr 13 % wm spmm ms fwr % ^ 

t i 


srV jit. ms fa*rpr, sTHfin gra f^r^rr^tff, ^Trffr 
f^^tFT^rt ?tf srs famn % kss ?mr km Friif'Tqr 
k mk m ~>.n sffr % Tr^PT k ~pt 

fffaRRot *flr ^kmfkki % %ffrq- *rfr 
k qRfa 16 1971 % qfw % ufotr if 

vp# k srtt ^r^w faopT % 

wqrcr q qqq % *m msq rt ir irfqfqa'q qfr 

STRF12 ^ % 'RFp’ 5RT *P71 g^TT R$T 

^ | I 

spt: m ms fm qfjrwq, 1964 (i9G4 q;r 
37 ) qqr ww qwrfa-q kk tnrr 12 c; jrt st^ft 
r to -fvt |tT kmm aT^m fjp^r- 
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Trfud finHifun tt sittpp % ?r trrnN 

YN Tf TPT ’3TU f^TF Ff F4RplPi 4 4i97fl ^ '. 


irffTTui/ 
no qtn^ftnf 

%r nm 

%nfm 

% 

nsrrn urm 

re 

%renr 

WF % 
nsftn 44 

NRfftn 
ora fnnn 

n 7 nT4i- 

num iff 
nrfttsT 

1 2 

3 

4 . 

5 

1. N) t^ocffo 

nfnT 

nd.'diri 

stTstf-fV 

niTFU 

fattre 
( iTTnrnt ) 

80-12-70 

2 . NltTnoPTfa 
n/inf 

?pflnrqfr 

nemr 

trfETTRl 

1-3-6 9 

3- nrnr Trn 

— 

nrN4n 

1-3-69 


FT« '"-ft sfoT 

nn 


Si. Name of the 
No. Officer/ 
employes 

Permanent 
post held 
under the 
Central Gavt, 

Post held 
under the 
Contra! Govi. 
at the time of 
transfer 

Date of 
transfer 
to Fcr 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. Shri A p. Mtlik 

Technical 

Officer 

Asstt - Dir. 
(Tceh.) 

30-12-70 

2. Sh N.N 
Mukherjce 

Technical 

Asstt. 

Teelt. Officer 

1 -3-69 

3. Sh. Maya Rim 
S/o Shri Shanker 

— 

W itchmnn 

1-3-69 


Dud 


[No. 52/1/82-FC-iri] 

R K. SINGH. Dy. Secy. 


wn «rtr wermr *hmv 

Tf 2 3 FFRT, 1982 


[4» 52/l/8 2*Rffi<»>f%-m] 

ffTTolr-of^, FF FfFF 


MWIS TRY OF AGRICULTURE 
(Department of Food) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 1982 

S.O. 16 .—Where is the Central Government has ceased 
to perform the function of purchase, storage, movement, trans¬ 
port, distribution anj sale of fooograins done by the Depart¬ 
ment of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, the Procure¬ 
ment Directorates and the Pay & Accounts Offices of the Dep irt- 
mont of Food which under Section 13 of Food Corporations 
Act, 1964(37 of 1964) arc the fund ions of the Food Cup JrUion 
of India. * 


PtTo!RT° l7.„%TsYq- *TTfTP\ TRRm (RR % 
Bmuto tm-iTdr 4r fNrr JIFFT) fdMF, 1976 % PfFJT 
10% (4) % Ft f'TrdffF'ifT fVXufiJ 

ft dtfdTyTd'? % f^efr dr 'Trnurro«r 

SfTd FF-T dF f'TTT t, TrfiJgfNF dTrtt f:— 

1. STSPfr f>% %-X srtFfPr, 

2. %?j, vfq-jr,, 

3 %??, dfi'JT, 

4 %?st/-TTngr 

5. %?3, RTjpj- | 

[do f-non/5/82‘f§^VJ 

^5 ,j r ?w 

ministry of information and broadcast in# 


And whereas the following officers and employees serving 
in the Department of Food, the Regional Directorates of Food, 
the Procurement Directorates arid the Pay & Accounts Offices 
of the Department of Food and engaged in the performance of 
the functions mentioned above have not, in re pm.e to the 
circular of the Central Govt, dated the iSth April, 1971 intima¬ 
ted, within the date specified therein, their intention of not be¬ 
coming employees of the Food Corporation of India, as required 
by the proviso to Section 12 A of the said Act; 

Now, therefore, in exorcise of the powers conferred by 
Section 12 A of the Food Corporations Act, 1964 t37 of 1964) 
as amended upto date, the Central Government hereby transfer g 
the following employees to the Food Corporation of India with 
effect from the date mentionel against etch of them 


New Delhi, the 23rd November, 19*2 

S.O. 17.— In pursuance of sub-rule (4) of rule 10 of the 
Official Languages (Us c lor Official Purposes of the Union) 
Rules, 1976, the Central Government hereby notifies th« 
following Doordarshan Kendras. th e staff whereof have 
acquired the working knowledge of Hindi 

1. Doordarshan Relay Cestne. Banglore, 

2. Doordarshan Kendra, Jaipur." 

3. Doordarshan Kendra, Kanpur. 

4. Doordarshan Kendra, Nagpur. 

5. Doordarshan Kendra. Bombay, 

(No. E-l 1011/5/82-Hmdi] 
I. B, KARN, Under Secy. 
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sw ffsrt tfflrwnr 

(*m ftorttn) 

ft. fit?*, 6 fWWT, 1882 

unto »ri« is. - ‘vri |» for* ffcfa&v, 30 , »Po ftnt*rr»l 

<1)1 z, wf-':3, (*r$rTOf/5o«i), (Dnt xxw 

?wwm xqr w t) ^ tow* c.firw Ptftt tilt mere? 
wfgfm, 1 952 (i952 <pi is] (fat w t nnTT?i 

tm top »wi fc) to ttro n ft rr-trnT (w) % 

wifW m far? -jrfa % fan sr,^ Pwt t, 

*rk torw sttoto to totwto- mir fa tos «m % 
TOfarfr, fatrr ijrot wf/tem ht rffftpriT to w*w fro; faro ft, 
*nrofw iw-r arrsn Pm * *wt tow % vfa ifn 
fa it % TOT it TOtpi 3TO 3$ 5 fa 3% TOTXTf«ff <k fa3 <8W% 
Tat to* ft wfsoir wto^ t aft TOfavtr fm itstoi im tow, 

1 97fl (faft x«% wiq xm ww top *m $) % *nmr 
mf TOjifa ? ; 

«m:, %=?w mrt, aro wftrfm * tott 1 7 f mtrn ( 2 *) 
rrtr jttot vrf'm'r to jewt m }•■* flk tottoi xr^i 5 
fafafiro vraf % wtrw npf gu, trot arm «rr f r H tot to swfa 
* far? toto 4>r % wr wron nsrcw t ?wfr |i 

1 . *to wm m »f fawbro stfaftro vif* fafa wttokt 

rf.fr ftrrpnf tifrn fa ^ *17 tm Prfiew 

fkq ffttvry' tram fan f Wta tot, toto-toto to 
fafinw vt 1 

a. faffav, nw f;r^r«TO rpurii «rr ircfo imr f irorfar i 
11 firm rfrtrt rrtw towt * Writ frcvR, wt pfUfm it 
pro 17 it rjwrcr (sv) t « (v) <■ wsfi^r m-rmw «rr 
PrfW it 1 

3. *rr^fiTO f’n wt i ttwirr Sr, mi rp^ifir fwnff vi 
tvt arrm, fmfawf *trr stTfa Pwr ^mrr, imr sfifm tr irt, 
Jrwmf wr TOfl-nr, fkti«m rntf <pr tnrnr prftr rfr |, 51 % wri 
rnft m itr Pfr Wrw ittt ftntr i 

4 . fWrerv, Wnr wmx rtm w tpptfttr waffr- vw 
wfti i Pnoff if srftt, ire w qnft m rmlji fiirr Pit;, 
tor w trim* Jtft ?ptt ipfpifttff it pjifpn i mtot ft 
mfr n«r m spi tr^Trf, tot-t i ^,'-<135 <rr srekrtr rrkrr 1 

5 qfr irf m v*f'rTk ) it prtf^rfr T.frn? f*r xr n: Txn 
wftrPr^iT % mfrr w? itpt tefr wm it (ifimr Ptfp pt m 
ft mtrtr i m wtm if Pratm k-tr pmr ^ trt, fffnrm 
mffr far xfa iTf-tTT i rr .f Twirf nrp qm tc* mi 
tftr tttit Pr?3 xr TPtT TtPiTTK mfttr itf? iin fm if 
jfiro itm 1 

e. *tPr 7TO tri % <fnfprfkrf it rm<v uort 

•rffT srr^ ? l at, Prtftw Ttrijm iitr tor i ptffif unjprfkff 
it 7m«r urTk if ^ it ijfe it m it tottot mi 
lira fi 'fnKiPttff i ftrq: irtijm frwr fittr i arim ^rtrip <btw 
3 -^ 'stwT 3 srffrp ar^.T ir m TOt 1 ! i -xfn srj«it f 1 

7 . phrr tin if fitr. nift % fri p; ^fi, *r fitfr 
ntjfprk if tjnt ip tit tint i r**r m top 3tr tor ft nm 
i it tfitnrtr ifTvt ntrr Wt ipir, m^r xrr tor rrif*- 
Cto tft, PtitsTtr m-rrtff i Frfire trrfkt/fmTpTfOwt it srftivt 
t ft S itif Tiit % i rtnrr tw ttr ikrrn ■nkr 1 

1085 01/87 3 


s. ftr^nr 4 tnr ^irp i Tonal if irf if iitpn, tnif/rtr 
v.fsmi prftt wrnro Tf?i T rf i 'j* P^ftna i fn-n nff ftwn 
itr Pft Psit tfitun a PTf^arTfrif i fitf 'rt 
srvrm <tfn it ffttrorr ft "rspr, srrftitr m ptfit mm, w 
w'ttft'm 8 ri it ji mfprfkft it vmrr ^fsro>r m mr 
nrr nfrom wm kn 1 

9 itf< fitfr iFiffTOtr, mrrt i nrimk, tTmifi 1 ! nffor Wr 
fnrtrt it -3m mifw ftKt tor i, fni rmt m wt ^15 
rntra ^ mft inft TOfTf % iwi iHprWt it sim 
f'Pr mir tik fwr m # m? ft xr/r f, tit w wr m it 
«rr trrtft 1 1 

io- *rffr fiir TOrmoir, Ptitw -aw fm to^w i '^^ 7 > 
Pt rntwR irmr iim Pm Pf*n m ikm <pt ww ^ 
(rwt Tfm |, «k tiftmr it twra it mr^ fkn »riai I it, 

xn if * wir |i ‘ 

11 . fmttPnr ip:, iifm i tron i fit nt; fiifr *nfm 

it nrrr if 33 *{ff mft i wftffiW ^ ^ 

Bfr pfp pf, ws a * nf ftif f w tow i maiff ff* *wt 
pimf i inw «kt ynTOfirw Prokro tt fWr 1 

12 . 3f?r totop iffitf if PtiWi, fir TOkr i phw Pf*t 
P|jr ft* PTTO i < 1 W fpt TO m ff?iT w tiTfsrfw/ 
MW ftp* it itrorfi tow to thnp'‘fRTOW % ire 

’ pro if mtrfw W iWt Pm it iWuw tow m fkr i m 
prr i rfi'TO gPtPm mrti 

[tfwi tfTO -3501 4 / 380 / 82 -‘fr«V»- 2 ] 


MINLSTRV OF LABOUR AND REHABILITATION 

(Department of Labour) 

New Delhi, 6th December, 1982 


co 18_Whereas Messn Trade Wings Limited, 30, K. 

Dubas’h Marg, Fort, Uombay-23, (MH/J064) (hereumfter 
reterred to a» "the said teUblidinierit) have applied for ex- 
smption under sub-aection (2A) of section 17 of the Em¬ 
ployees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 


And where**, the Central Government i* satisfied that tb 
employees of the said establishment are, without makm 
any Bcpamte contribution or payment of premium, m enjoy 
mem of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme U 
Life Insurance Corporation of India In the nature of F 
Insurance which arc more favourable to such employees tm 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-Link 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the si 
* 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 o' the said Act and su 
to the conditions specified in the schedule annexed her 
the Central Government hereby exempt* the satd estab 
ment from the operation of all the provision* of the 
Scheme for a period of three years. 


SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment 
submit such returns to the Reeional Provident Fund 
missioner, Maharashtra maintain such accounts and p 
such facilities for inspection, as the Central Governmen 
direct from time to time. 

2. The emplover shall pay such inspection charges 
Central Government may, rrom time to time, direc 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the s: 
within 15 days from the close ol every month, 

3. AH expenses involved in the administration of th 
Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of acemr 
mission of returns, payment of insurance premia, L 
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accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall M borr.e 
hv the employer. ’ 

t 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group fnstr sn-c 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, as and 
when amended, alongwirh a translation of the salient tea- 
tme* hereof, in the language of the majority of the cmn- 
yees 

J, Whereas an employee, who is already n member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund of the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed 
In his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance 
Cotporatioo of India, 

6. The employer shall airange to enhance the benefits mail¬ 
able to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme ap¬ 
propriately, if the benefits available to the employees under 
the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefit", available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favourable to the 
employees than the benefits admissible under the said Scheme. 

7. Nowithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if op the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this Scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the said * 
Scheme, tho employer shall pay ’he difference to the legal 
heir/nominee of tho employee as compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insurance 
Scheme Bhall be mode without the prior approval of the Re¬ 
gional Provident Fund Cofm'ssioner, Mnh irasbtra and where 
any amendment i c like'v to affect ad'.orsc’j the interest of the 
employees, the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner shall 
before giving his approval, give a reasonable opportunity to 
tho employees to explain their point of view. 
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nffo 3Ro is.—ffavf rfkcrxT fT#Fr mrr 4mtbtTfr'r vmtrt 

r i/tz, drarrf; TIER, ?Tb tr:fr ?pp7 Y?. loot) ;s (mn’T^/ 
t M9) (fw sra-t tb% tftpi; tprt mm ^ Bn &) t 1 vfar ft 
trF«ct fdftr nfa snrfof -jmPT ttftrupp, 1952 (1952 *et i9) 

ffad T77 Til’d 7771 ^ 'Tpt sfirin'nr n?$r Bar $) A wm 17 
>Ji TiTfTt (21V) ip rjrj fyr % ft- VrTzi font 

t; 

tCTprc grr mrTOH jft w % fe ttt wm 
% tAtto, mfr'irsmr trivrrra m TfA t t47 mtn far" f^t 
'rroflrg 5fr-r 7 Adt itw' A trrtjffv tforr xrrr % wafa 
Wrt Att r 77 tr <RfU ~sTr xk S rflr tfJf rtorrnfi % ftpr 
t Trad tt TrAt & martr h^t 5 *1 'gHtA fi-f-ibr rmr 
4m 1 wit, i9/6 (m strff ttV -m tAfa T/rr <nr J) 

% ~tL; Tf u=pil 

Her- vsto r-cwr, tm ntfirfim A rrrrr 17 4 i Tvrm 
(zv) srn shut ttrftRrJtf vr wrv ju «frr t^t titts 
t fTfc-fe vrtff S; spjA rfo jrr ^ euf.-qq At 
?rf A 'OTfst % fnw tjw *A*r % irw'ff % spirt--' tr t*r 
t i 

wmj*t 

1 . tm tPiT’t % Are it fntrPTtr srritfw 

••rijracj- ,,y utfr ;-<nfoRt mif-rr *rTr fftr vWr xw rt trar Mfw 
% tTf ^Aur • jpttb b-.Tiv, dB-t-tfara v< 

hk r s t’:i 

2. fahwM?, uir 4»rm -rr mu ir trmAt 

At j 3 far v vfrcK UTiq «rt>Tt Ar stw, mftf dfsrfT-Mt 

•dt trr-7 17 ’iff -aVET-TT (37i) % Iff* (<P) ifr «tftn iTmt-WO T< 
fBft-te h\ I 


9. Where, for any reaeon, the employees of the said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered tinder the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India a» already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to tbe 
employee? under this Scheme arc reduced in any manner, 
he exemption shall be llabta to b-' cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
iremium etc. within tbs due d .e, ss fix<M by th 3 I ife F Fr¬ 
ance Corporation of India, rad |hc pn'i-y is allowed to 
tps-, the exemption is KabV *0 be cancelled. 

fl. In rase of default, if any made by the employer in 
yment of premium the res-onribii-hv for payment 
assurance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of 
ca«ed mcmbeis who would h’ve been covered tinder the 
1 Scheme but for grant of tliix exemption, shall be that 
he employer. 

’. Upon tbe death of the member covered under the 
me the employer in relation to the s-il e"’ M ;<, hmcnt ‘hall 
-e prompt ravment of the sum assured to the nominee/ 
heirs entitled for It and in any cast wifh’n 7 davx of 
tiylpt of the sum assured from the I ife Insunmor Cor- 
on of India. 


3 Kbjfipf: #tt wbr *[,- mnrrd B, pfdatr 
>U v^rr anrr, fsrr«fewf 47 .sr^er f-trair strt, a.m iIBipiit ift 
sm, ? ttri«T rr fBfr-ipir jhtk! vurera ctrfir sfr gr* 
qr<Y TTfiV rr wr Pr/friTP irer frw 1 

4 . ftmhG,-, srn >H^rxftferr itrpr^' ’ffrr-- 

v rt cr*f7 srld, sfc TfT T<fl T-fff ffritmi fr^T -rnr, rrr 
cr tttfTg-; an gftf trdf T’-fTrfvTt A «pV rm h 
*fst sum rr mm, wm r % mr 5rrfm' r^rr 1 

s. qfq iprf if*rr qr-fTTCl, nfr nfmq fvfk 77 qt 

% «yfrf 7r-d fVtiV wnr ^ nfipsa fBfsr 
n mfri #r rrtr?t % tprlr &rrn ir FrrrApr frnr srmT I 
fi.affcpr, truffiPP qfjtr % tprxi q; *7 7 ^47 upt iw 
irff tA‘ 7 effr zazrj wram •- hTmup arr^fla Trim sfrur 
• fm,T Tt ttm Tid.T 1 

6 nA T’tcT rrtB % upbr Vt I?SW 9tR^ Tfjftr 

47 % g srr, fhxfriiT 777 ^ 7 ; twAAt r tpA- ¥7 

tNriW Tirtar Sr xrxfm rr tr rj -4 A cp^ A aq-emn <rffTt 
fapA fqt aumtf-A % ftrp BPjrfsrr jfhp r«t'pr % «tfbt mrrr 
T>r 7 ^ cTB timf *r stftw iff, qrr ^-cr rAn % cAb 

tptilq S 1 


[No S-1501413 871 /8" 1 -1'F. HI 
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7 . HnfjpF MuT MR % fotft OTT At WI% JT 7 %, ^k fOTTt 
sTf^rtfr wt tt to Mm % wuk 7kq tot ot mm % 
ot fr qfr otot<V g?r ot tiht % u^i jfpft aw ot “iw MR % 
^uR $RT ifr, MffTf? EtTT(^lxt % MB'S UtMt/OTT RSfwcTT 
*?f srfwfrr % to A stM '’Mr qafm ¥ ottot mm ot ktr 
OTot i 

K. *fi*.l P, U v PISp-KT if OT^ vft TOR7, FKi T 

ukm Mu xium, Ttgi i c 5 v t^iOT "< ; ‘“*' r '( :f Cf MR 
sntM tffc q»T^r Mut ufl'iviR % ottotiM) -e t^i ot 
WTrpf Mr «pv Mr tot r T^t, srrOTW Moti I'W qROT, "i t r-.i 

to % 3 * v-rMRi OT writ MR w tOT ^ 

URtfUTO qTOT %*TT I 

9, uk fatf ottoto, wtOT v ottiot, vtrmR ^fTOT ukt 
f^v»T^ qt ■377 TtPjfipfr URT MR -S, f-OT TTiOT tR Wil "BOT 
| «hR t.? otk |, jit in m< n qBkOTcrriOTt ^ ^ 
i(T% Mr <pih% frofr rrR % ot *r Mr |, R 95 tjs w? ^ 


i. (he employer shall pay such inspection charge* as the 
Central Government may, trom time to time, direct under 
clauDc (a) ot sub-section (?A) of Section 17 of the said 
Act, within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Group 
Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, sub- 
mission of returns, payment of insuiancc premia, transfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice board of the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, as and 
wh.n amended alongwith a translation of the salient feature* 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of -an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, 1* employed 
in his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
hi a as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance 
L 01 po ration of India. 


ot mthl $ 1 

10 . uk kM ottttto, f-wnu: ot Mot arfar % Mm, 
ur vrraflrq ^ot i rwr Mot Rot <rt, Jftfwt ot *km otot '4, 
qtppsr tjht wk Mott) 4 % tot ?f Mot otot in 
tjsr *pt srr nMt ? 1 

1 1. k*fW 4 > STTf STTMu *P TFfM % PR U-r kM *lka- 
tt.JT to ITOT %, OT JJTT OTtf ^ OTT kfklkrft HT MTO MM 
M M, irk 95 tjc ■•( 4t ; r5 fiki ott p.OT ^Mtt 6 k, 
tfkt Tw«i % rf-trii >rr tjiroMR kT’-frJM' Tf 1 


6. The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits avail- 
able to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employees 
under the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefit* 
available under the Group Insurance Scheme are more 
fa 'ourablc to the employees than the benefits admissible 
under the said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of fin employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said scheme, the employer shall pay tho difference to the 
legal heir/nominee of the employee as compensation. 


12 . WcT tw % Mu % Mfw, j'f Mw v qak Mr 
Mr fM ttot M <n: ot$ rrmkifnrr^kf/kMs 

«rrkrn M ^Fnmr tot <n MR umirr % Mr snM tot % 
utM 4 Mot rfrnr Mtt % Mh tot uott M ^ ^ 

^ Mm tjMitot v : Cn 1 

[tfo r[TTo 36O14/272/8 2 - 4 VoMI«• IIJ 


S.o. 19.—Whereas Messrs Centuary Spinning and Manu¬ 
facturing Company Limited, Centuarv Bhawan, Dr. Annie 
Besant Road. Bombay-400025 iMii/4269), (hereinatter 

referred to as the said establishment) have applied for ex¬ 
emption under sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the Emplo¬ 
yees’ Provident founds and Mi c ccllancous Provisions Act, 
1952 ((9 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act); 

And wheieas, the Central Government i« satisfied that the 
emplayees of the s^id establiatuncnt arc, without rnaking 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in cd- 
joyment of benefit* under the Group Insurance Scheme of 
the Life Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of 
life insurance which are more favourable to such employees 
than the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit 
Linked Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as 
the said Scheme); 

Now, therelore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
•cction (2A) of Section 17 of the said Act and subject to 
the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, the 
Central Government hereby exempts the said establishment 
from the operation of all the provisions of the said Scheme 
for a period of three years. 


8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the pilor approval of 
ihj I.egior d Provident i H pn u Comm ssioner, Maharashtra, 
n~d whcic rny amendment ia likely to affect adversely tho 
interest of the employees, Ihe Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving his appioval. give a reason¬ 
able opportunity to the employee* to explain their point of 
view. 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said 
establishment do not remain covered under the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India 
"" already adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits 
tc the employees under th’s Scheme are reduced in any 
r .nnner, the exemption shall bo liable to be cancelled. 

!0, Where, for any reason, the employer fads to pay tho 
;u nium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Lire Insu¬ 
rance Coiporaiion of India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption Is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of default, if any made by ihe employer in pay¬ 
ment of premium the responsibility for payment of assurance 
benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased mem¬ 
bers who would, have been covered under the said Scheme 
but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of the emp¬ 
loyer, 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
'jchcr.ie, the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt nayrnent of the eum assured to the 
nominee/legal hrirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
Mva of (he receipt of the sum assured from the Life Itisu- 
'anre Corporation of India. 

[No. S-3 5014(272) /82-Pr IT) 


SCHEDULE 

1, The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Maharashtra, maintain such accounts and Pro¬ 
vide for such facilities for inspection, as the Central Govern¬ 
ment may direct from lime to time. 


err 0 si o 20 . —AM 5rt Mot OTtkrtT (gra skw 

1809), (fOT uOT TOOTf OTTT OTTOT TiTT «NT |) 

% OTTTV) tifW Mu xfiT OTkT gtJOTI HftTlOTU, 
1932 ( 1962 OT 19) (POT TTrif 1R1% OTU 
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WffcfeW TO 1 <E1T I) qrt HTTT 17 \3TOHT (tJk) % wtfpT 

fn Wft V fer wfew feu \ ; 

fee Sfet wtok to wwtitr %< tot $ fa gw-f pnww 
% frferrd, fafe <JWV feVlTRI HT fefew TO feW fatr fet 

$■, wrarm wfe tfhrr few to wnjfgr fewr fefa % hctPt 
wfer 4fe F w w w tfe war ’f Jffe< fe <rfenfef %r fww 
«f wfe gw wife ?r fetro ntjw g fe Ffemf fafrr 
4i-ftt few, i u 7 b (ffer swi? tow 't'Prrq gro few wp war 
|) % ttdfa gif f ; 

Wtf: %rK 5 rt| TOR, WTO festfeW TO STRr 17 fe gWHfTI 

(2*r) iff srerr wfwfe to few tow jo fen *fer growl 
Jr faffepw tmf? t wfew •fe f.r, grot wttoi to few 

W fe tfeS ffe WTO few V 5T+TT TOTfe Hfen Tf 

*fe t i 

1. wro otttot if (ttost ?r fefe; writfe wfe; fwsr 
wujtc, tot inf nr TO fife farofe r <f wro fer fen toto 
ttwt fwfeiaw % ffe x??ft tjfawfe feu <fero TO TOfed wtott, 
wwn-wwa roc fafer fx i 

2 . ffefep, fe Pwfem rowrfe to sfer row to wife fc 
16 ffe # Wfe few felt TO TOfeq feqrir, WTO JlfETfeW 
fe UTCT 17 TO fetmr (3<P) *m fa) % XlfeW grot-WTOt 

TO fafer ’fe 1 

3. trnff^F fewr few % nrorrew 4, ‘farfa tifew ferife to 

TWT TOTO, feffefe TO SfefTfeU WRT, feTO fefeW TT few, 
ferm^ «ft wrttw, «pt fern ufe ur f, ^ nr% 

Rifr wtiff »pt fe-f fniiTOP sirr few wrfer i 

4. ffenrv, ^f#T«r xr’m fei qwr (iRfefe wnji^ <r<rr 
few jfr fwww'r nff rw jfer, «ffe qfe -jvfe fefrw few 
ifRT, fe w wfefe -iff wfw wwt wferfen iff wsjwtw vr wni 
it wwifr fef vr wwwk, toww-% 'jw rr wj <jx suffsiw wife,' i 

5 . vfc w?rt ^WT *pfefef, qfr ^fefftf wffew fej wu wt ww 
sWfew v wfe 'y~ wfe fipwfTOWW wfr wItoi fwfw Wit 
fer iff fewt t, wnw it fwwrfer fer wigi f wr, 
fafew WWjFipr fewr fetw % TOFI 4l FT it UFTT WTW fTWI 
wl wfew «ft< ufet srife wwinwi wfrfew wraffq tffe fer 
f>tfe VI few <fewr 1 

6 . wk tot few 4r AWi-f vferrFfe wfr totot 

ww writ f fe fwfero tmfifv fewr few % wufw fewfewt 
wif totot Trrfef it w^fer ww ir vr wrir^f aqwFw fewr 
fwwit fV fewTffef 4 r fqrr *nwfe 4wrr few % wtftw toto 
gw wfer tr wfsnt? w^w l[t, <rt tot few % wutw ww?iw 

«> 

7 WTjfffP J(tWT few W feff wwr % 51 % 5^ wf, qf=f fetf 

fewifr wf TT few % Wwtw wfe W WW TVW it 
vw f, if; vwwrct vtotott Jrwfe ftwf ww w^TOrfew ^ 
wfer fltwr wf, Fferro Twrotf v fwftrv wif«r/wiwpDfffef vf 
wffeR 4i vw *t fet TOwt % wfe wrfe tfw rr wwrw 
fewr i 

s- WRjf?T <fwr few % TOtfe it <rtf w'rwwraw, .'fefwv 

WfTOI fwfw VTWWT W5W W$W % 1 # WWWRPT % fqWT WE? feu 

wrw-Tf *#fr fe ffefe feff sr ferffe % % ix wfw^w 


sfwtw ti% cr itwi<Ri ft, w^r wkFurfr wk«r fqfa wiw'wr, 
wtoi wwwfro %% it 54 vwfrfwfr iwr wtwt ^ftfew iW'wvrW 
ft ww 5 : 5wr i 

9. wk feff fttotit, ftito 4 t ’ferrfr, wrofiw few-f tfrwr 
Purw Ft ww wnfffet fern ferw %, fww wwraw 75% twit toi 
| 'Rift-1 wft to fet g, rt to few $ atftw Fferrffe trf 
wiwr Tut wT-f writ feff t'i'tw % to ft fe f wr 45 $3 

«pf WT WWt t I 

10 /qfw fe?ff vR®mr, fWwTTO ww Prw wrftsr % wfeT, 
fe wrr4fw wfe fewi fWww few to, fefew *rt ferq fw% it 
WWVW TOWT T, *ft T WTtfeft FT Ftwww ft WFt feT WRIT f TTT, 

f5 TO ^ ^ ^ r, ^ T I 1 

11 . fwifmr rr-n wffew % fe i if fefeq fvwf fetrTO 
«pr<mn w TOija wfef ^ wrw fefwPrwf qrfqfww? wiffefe art 
qf% to to w wf fe Tffe wr ww ferw % rtrfe frif, feurr wrqwt 

tl fell TO g-Ti.TTiWR fwwrmp T< TtWT 1 

12. tot Ptrn ?; wwg if fwwTawr, xw wpiwvwwt-T wkwr^r 

feff WTiT Wf w.T« 5 %% TT Wife (feTT WTW fe^lffe/kfe 
WTffe VfWfwTM WPW TOWT T-l TrfTOTT & t)Y< STW-P TOTT it WTC- 

trfq wtTOWfwrfWww it tfrwriw tow aiwr ^wraffe ?iwfe 

ffwffet TOWT I 

[FP 3 WT qw -3 50 1 4/a 8 9/ 82 -*frfWT*W«-UJ 

S.O. 20.—Wherea* Messrs Amar Knilting Works, Gwa¬ 
lior (MP/1800) (hereinafter referred to as the said establish¬ 
ment) have applied for exemption under sub-section (2A) of 
section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Fund 8 and Miscella¬ 
neous provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred 
to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government i* satisfied that 
the employees of the said establishment aic, without mak¬ 
ing any separate contribution or payment of premium, in 
enjoyment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of 
the Life Insurance Corporation of India In the nature of 
Life Insurance which are more favourarblo to such em¬ 
ployees than the benefits admissible under the Employee*’ 
Deposit Linked Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred 
10 as the said Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject to 
the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, the 
Central Government hereby exempts the said establishment 
from the operation of all the provisions of the said Scheme 
for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

t. the employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Madhya Pradesh, maintain such accounts and provide 
such facilities for inspection, as the Central Government 
may direct from time to time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges a* the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
-lause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Group 
Insurance Scheme, including maintenace of accounts, sub¬ 
mission of returns, payment of insm ance premia, transfer of 
accounts, payment of inspection charges etc, shall be borne 
by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and as 
and when' amended, alongwith a translation of the salfent 
featnres thereof in the language of the majority of the emp¬ 
loyees. 



21 


iiTT3 *pi ''-irq^rClr 1 , isss/'M n, 190 4 


[win II—«*t 3(ii)J 


5. Wheieaa an employee, who is already a member of (he 
Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium m respect of him to the Life Insurance 
< corporation of India. 

6. The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits avail¬ 
able to the employees undet the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the hentfits available to the employees 
under the said Scheme arc enhanced, so that the benefits 
available under (he Group Insurance Scheme arc more favour¬ 
able to the employees than the benefits admissible under the 
said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Gioup Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an empolyee the amount 
payable under this scheme, be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 6aid 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
heir/nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the piior approval of 
the Regional Piovident Fund Commissioner, Madhya Pradesh 
and where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the 
interest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving his approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said 
establishment do not remain covered under the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India 
as already adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits 
to the employees under this Scheme are reduced in any 
manner, the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premimum etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In pase of default, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the said 
Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of the 
employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 
7 days of the receipt of the sum assuied from the I ife Insn- 
tance Corporation of India. 

[No S-35014f289)/d2-PF. 11} 


*r°wTo 2 i - faff f?TPT V'xfepr (kfmi) frffa?, fatsr 

6432 13 (farffrifa) (rfa5Ftrf/s5l}, ffa TT)? sms 

mrntqr tw wm tut <rat ft) % qrfanrw nftm ffafrr tfa 
nfaW qffam, i9S2 (1952 vt 19 ), (ffair wfa 
qvntrf mra wfafam tst mu $) far urn 17 fat TqtrrrT ( zv) 
^ rsrr% Sf ffa mfat ft; 

wYt fafiPw rntru i;t marem m nat if far 343 worn fa 
Hfa r f r, ffar amt? rtfwrra m nthm « t stem far ffaTt ft 
■gprfra fatun fan fmtn fat famr rfat % f far fatmr 

arm % tpt fa mat Tsr ft fa fa Tfarrffa fa 
Tfittrufar & stffa ft fa Tufa? ffafaq ntor wfa, 
197 s (ffa ?fa unfa mmrfT far tut tot ft) fa 

nfa “TO? xjfa 5 ! ft; 

xur fanfta rnmrrr ^ uftrtmm fat trm 17 fa Tqam 
(2 T) iro iptu fafafa tt mfa «ffa ft? fa far Tqraa rrf^fat 
n ffatffar fa? fa rrtftn rfa ftt, wm *:t fat qfa fa rtfa 
% fm; nro Ffar % fa! Tqunff fa'qqfa & ft 1 


rtqij’ar 

1 irf ptrrpt fa twto n fironw urxfa vr.q®i fbfs 
qrnrr, tTfcrTiTT fa fafat fq-UTfaqr fan fa >fa ^?r '-farm 
W f ifapir % lT‘[ rrpt rjifafcrm srerw fall art fajita uttp:, 
HTO-qn T-f fnlfa v't 1 

2 . fa f-fa-ur sr*rm vr itctt nm far nutfat -n 

15 ffar fa wtercrrcra fat fa fafah rrmr, Tan 3 tftrlTOfffat 
srrr 17 far guutn fa ran it) fa nfa mn-mw qq 
ffafapiS Tt 1 

1 qftjffa farfar fa sritrrf m fafa far wfaTr 
oj;-qr?;,, fTErrkifi »rr hoar nrar, far sftfa-r wnfa, 
WFZi tt ^ -sr, frrfa'itrT mi r<T v Ttn ?triT far f v frfa fa 
far earn tt fanf'fi sr-r >q.m wri 1 

a f.rawu Vafri *r‘rr- arn in far 

fam fa faafal vt cj, fa, fa far tm irfarmr fear artff, 
m TTfarmr 9?r fa mtr Tfartfa far ugirsar fat mm ?rgfat 
^ srrat qT uftn, fa ^7-\r qv rnfacf cfai 

5 qfu far^ far Tqfar, arr qfapi tgiusq ffa <n at 
3 -tt x)ifa*iq fa tifa ^ UiM fa n't imq r far nfma ffa qr 
qfa 51 mppt I, rt f-rffu-w ftut.'sfRn ^ «t, 

fmfitFi. trrjfftfv tqfa fa raw fa *q % Trm *mt 

fi T^rr fafar gqfat sfrarr umav qrimin qtvrfrr farm 
ffamt fat rprvT qfam 1 

6 af: tri nfaq % rafaitr Tqmftqt far -ppm 

3 frt ft far, fmrmp rrTr^c 77 fa uwYi Tqrrrfvfat far 

rrr«r qnafaf fa mjfqr? Ti fa \>.Z s ; t -qifa fat saqwr >rt>n 

f«r Tqqrf'' r «rr fa far > farm faw fa trfatq -^^3 
-yn qrrafat fa 'uffar q^f=r far, far ttt rfatq fa qtfaa ir^tfa 

‘ 7 rtt^fyF: fam rfam fa ffafar m fa ?tfa fC far a fa farfr 
Tgurfar fat r^a q^ wfaq fa utfrq rrSa erm tc v rq fa 
am 39T Tfaqrft ■ft.t’t TTt ar flVi ^rfar, an* tr? Tt?, fa 
WM 5 'RtT fat, filter ,7 T,;-qrct fa fqftur qTfaq/firqfa?frfar fat 
qfamc fa ^q fa arm 3pfaf fa fa rrmr vqfr qr fa am 
xpqr 1 

a tTFrjfir U'Tt rfam fa armwi fa Trt qr wmmi, arttaqs 
-qfqcg fafg 'stq%i 1 iirfqqats ■jq nrp.n fa imrr nj, f rsT 
Tifuqt fafar wvr farm qi/rrmt d Turn 'at fa 1 q qr sru^ist 
qiTH qafa qq mira :r ^r art ?r, C r ffaf*r 

vrqqi xtmfrf-; eq fa Tfavrurfat fai "’T-'r?r i 'Tfapqirq | r ! rvfa 
qr q/qq^PT ?ar 1 

9 qfq ffafa ?qrqi fa 'tefara rnufi qtqr 

}w >rfa parr }t - u'qt rfam fa, rrfa rq-Tt 'i’f mrr 
S ttfahr rr^t -n in K, ar rt rfaw fa wata vfa’qrfttrt fat 
qra ?tfa qt r qir,i ffarfr farfq fa qq mfa | ■.ra^BT-tQ 
fat qr nTfar ft 1 

,n life mrr i.pqqvr fqaurp to orw tf<t»i fa fare 
art nrrrfr 1 fa r-r vm trw fna-r ?r fatfiputqr qct 1 . rfa 
m?ppt <mr fa far-' qi -tfar far sqq’t ?t qrfa iqai r>rr u ? 

^rt 35 fat art mpa ? 1 ? 1 
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12- wstth h V' r-frrrqq xs rvm ¥ stubf Miff 

nrr^r fraf tiro ■’( '({7 ?r-r *r r utfa fp'-w. h." f.rffafiwt/ 
firtBW ffrifftri spT snwrscr *r «w mror & «ffa TO 1 * 1 
$V 1 T 4 ■ 4 ,\cfM si'^'f “faff i'l'W If -tfaf^vT Vfprt hFo ijiff V 

m \<r. v vrnr rfat 1 
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S.O. 21.—'Whereas Me&us Needle Industries (India) Ltd., 
Needle Tnnustri. ,, 1-04 1 'tfn.e Nilgai .s-t>43:43 (TN/35'1) 

(hereinafter referred to at the said establishment have applied 
fu, exemption unde, sub-section (2A) of section 17 ot the 
Employees’ PiOvidLtit 11 untls and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to at the said 
Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment ate, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoy¬ 
ment of beneiits under the Group Insurance Scheme ot the 
Life Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life 
Insurance which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefits admissible uodor the Employees Deposit-lurked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to fts the *aid 
Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-secti m, (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the schedule annexed hereto, 
(be Central Government hereby exempts- the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years, 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Tamil Nadu, maintain such accounts and provide 
such facilities for inspection, is the Central Government may 
direct from time to time. 

2 . The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause fa) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the dote of every month. 

¥ 

3. All expenses involved in the adrainistiaiion of the Group 
Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, sub¬ 
mission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer of 
accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be borne bv 
the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board ot the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, as and 
when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient features 
thereof, m the language of the majority of the employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of (he 
Employees’ provident Fund ar the Provident Fund of an es¬ 
tablishment exempted under the said Act, is employed ip his 
establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol him os 
a member of the Group Insurance Schema and pay neces¬ 
sary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance Cor¬ 
poration of India. 

6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits avail 
able to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme ap¬ 
propriately, if the benefits available to the employees under 
the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favourable to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under fhe said 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained ip the Group Iosu- 
rincr. Scheme, if on tbe death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be leN than the amount that 
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would be payable had employee been covered under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
heir/nominec of the employee as compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insurance 
Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of the Re¬ 
gional novideut Lund Commissioner, l .muI Nadu, and' 
where any amendment is likely to affect adveisely the interest 
of the employees, the Regional Ti evident Fund Commis¬ 
sioner shall before giving hia appiov.d, gi\e a reasonable op¬ 
portunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

9 Where, for any reason, the employee* of the said 
tit. blishmcm do not remain covered under the Group 
Insurance Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India 
us already adopted by tbe said establishment, or the benefits 
to the employees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, 
ibe exemp’ion shall be liable to be cancelled. 

10. Waeic, for any reason, the employer fails to pay 
the premimum etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
lttsutanco Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. Id case of default, if any mnde by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of flssu- 
twe benefits to tbe nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
membeia who would have been covered under the said 
Scheme but for grunt of this exemption, shall be that of the 
employer. 

12 . Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 

hall enruic prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee /legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insu¬ 
rance Cnrnoration of India, 
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w's FFsT TPTiffi rtfairPr (rnFXP^I 18357) 

f ft fa»r $4* mrro to wi'm to *) ¥wsr,Tt trfmar fafa 
wfa tfafa 3W3 wftrfmnr, 1952 (1952 19 ) (fair smf 

374 wftfaw tiff! W £) V) UP 7 5 7 H?) 

TOUTT (rV) % WHPl yz ftff srrif If. falltffvi fad 

fffa -Nvit tout sjrr rpriwr gff mp & fa to P’tm Hr 
ffa-'iA, faff. rrlmniT trr stvftm nrr rfai,- favlm.t >j , 
nrofa firtm «ifr nfar tfti vrf.vr 

^ n- ir x? f ijnhnfpr'r % faff 

7TT? T4 wrs'f if Wfi fff> 4^7 | faififf ?r ( FT4 Jf,UT 

1976 (fa?TFT^r ffiffRi;. rfi ni‘4 wrr 

T ?Ta,.T T-& ft , 

-. f, ''fww wrnr, Wr ^fafm Lr -JrR( 17 ip, gwiT 
( 2 ¥) Stt ot wfami Vi spfpr jo xifa ^ ^,-4 
Ir ml v, infr-T Vffa fff, TO r-rtmr ^ 

mi Vi trrfH ^ faff TO vto ir irffr iqffnft v srfftid % tje 

^ 1 
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1 . TO rVTO V 4 UffST *f faffap 4 T^ft(PP Wfarp ffffn 
<uu£ttr. iTffv^i 1 ? vt ffrrl fGrtfairt u%r ffrgfr r^nt 
-f4T PrfiOT % fao Trr, n?id «c?irr fat %»j#Vjr mva, 

4 n. T -ffmr ir fafro- 1 
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2 . fmuT, *t®r frown tthtt) to toto; irr*r ft) tot.Pf ft 
1 5 fra ft sfrTO tttth «rt*rt ftl »(Wi< J tt-t trfftf.rttd vr 
vr<t 17 9ft (.nr) % w>* (t) ft swr m-jn to 
fftft*? to 1 

3 . ffrfffftf ftm *rvvnmw ft, fx>rft tropin ftwmt to 
ton armr, PmW) to scpr frorr ^iht, ft<rr if from to than, 

ftWlft) TO TOHVF, fTOWHHWKT <3 WW TJift FI $, fiYd Tift 

h# *sftt to ^ Pnraft mt fftvi T.ftro i 

4- fftfturTO ftftrir rom jpg gpffttf’rn ftmi 

trow' % from) ftr r < 9 > trfft, ftk tot Fftr Hdft ftftftR fftm 
tot, wr gir rotter to srfn n<n vterfftfti ftr srjtm. ft) wr 

ft TO# tJTO ffHTt TO TOJTOH WTO % fTOfi-Tg TO, TOffed 

•trftur i 

s. rrfi ftri; afror totto#, ft) TOimrr *tfte fte to in 
wtr roftem % wfftr ror ur<r froft witot ftr titer fvrfsr to 
ifft # rocw $, to* Pirn ft fftftte wto tow nr, 

fftftrJPF TOjffHf TOFT TTOF * FTTH * TO ft TOFT ffTF §TOr 

rsf ter to# «rr*rn wrrroF rfim ronrfnr ter ftm 
Pm ftl ft TO <TOm I 

«. irfft tann F#tr * rote TOaTtfrfti ft) twit to# 
rote onft ft ftv, fftftrw ffrijfp; ter ww ft rote roteifteftr 
rows n;m'i ft mjfftn to ft ntfj *1 te ft) tototo tofi 
fTOft fft dnfFfiPwt % fftft ft\TO rft!F * rote 3 TO* 8 [ 

to# to tow ft rote rotjffff 5), ftr to a ww * rote 
ft i 

7 . «nj;R[ft ter 9#«r ft fro?; ma ft (fftft jft ftr, roft frotft 
■terror ft: ^ to ?n *ftm ft w#ir to§it tto to tto ft 
tot ft, ftt rft'M'C; ftt to wr ft vM ^ ar^TOr Fftn 
ft 'fftfra ft'tm, fftftrw ft fftfftv arf-^fti^ftCfeta ftt 

num ft to ft ftrftt TOrtr'i ft wto< ft rn*< xvx ^ <tTO»r 

d^tT t 

a WPjfijT ftw TOf.tr ft totot! ft ftrf ftr ftftVtpr, srrftfirr 

vrprotr fftra witovt, ft 7 ? ft firn fftsr 

nrft-nr #< h# fefr ftufrar ft ft fro t< nf r^vr 

H<TW H*ft fti TOTTOT 01 TOt, mftfftr 'rfHFj fftfa CiTFfTT, TOFT 

wjfttro 5ft fr drftHrfnrt ftr wrrr ^Proftir rre rTO rrr 
WTO-r tot 1 

9 jjfft fft# ruTOTtr, rrpTH ft tottC', rrmf-q #rr 
j’.rrr Ptto # to ft.TO rft’sr ft fuft totto rrift toft 

FFT % TOTO T? FTd ?, Hf TO TO’F ft TOF TOFiTOT ftt 

JTTO 0 ftft Hiftf rrrift froft r.-fft ft to tfv snft ? f , *fr ir? 

7^ # v tpto’t | I 

lo- #■! fftftr tototo, fTOrro to fro? Hufw ft v'pr, 
aft nrr#H ^tto #ht fftro fftror 9 ^, ft-fftro m rnaH rrft 
ft «TO!F rawi t, Hf< Hffftrftt ftt »ffTO ftt FTftfftHT tott ^ # 
BF rf ft( FT TO<f • S I 

11 , fftftrro ffm ft.fftHH ft ftror ft f^'T to frov *,%**( 

ftt TOT ft TO »TTOTT ft HFifftffWr FT WhTT HlfTOt TO 

ftt.Hfft F?' » s Hf 0tfti iffTOff rft.F ft nVrfy 0ift, ft ft 

TOHftt ft TOTH nr TOTTOlfftrr fTOtTC to tTOt > 

12 TOT THTTO ft VTOfFT ft fftTOm, TO r #’T ft 
3Tfft HTft fftftr TO<H # t{7F ptft TO TO* ?TOr T HtH Wfftfftftl/ 
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frftrn rrfftftt ft; ft.HTiut rror to ffw httobt It nH 
wr ft toTOtf fttrrr fFror ft ftTO?n ftot trrr <ift ft 
Frn fro ft toto Ffftfrm toft i 
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S.O. 22—Wh'Jicu.s Messrs Modern B’akeriej (India) 
Liuiit.'d, Bombay-Unit, Aarey Milk. Colony Gortgaon East, 
Bombay-65 UIH/1S357) (hereinafter refened to a.j the 
said estaoiishment) have applied for cxiniption under aub- 
scclion (2A) of section 17 o the Employees’ Pi evident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (here¬ 
inafter referred to as the said Act); 


And whereas, the Central Government jg satisfied that the 
employee* of the said establishment are without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in en¬ 
joyment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 
Life Insurance Corporation of India in the nautre of lit* 
Insurance which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme. 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject to 
the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempt* the said establish¬ 
ment fiom the operation of all the provision* of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 


SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shad 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missions!, Mah.irashtn (Bombay), maintain such accounts 
and provide such facilities for inspection, ns the Cential 
Government may- dire t from time to time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Gtou 
Insurance Scheme, includng maintenance of accounts, sub 
mission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer 1 
accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be borr 
by tho employer. 

9 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of t 
eslablishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurat 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, a» • 
when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient featp 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employe 

5 Whwens the employee, who is alieady a member 
the F.rnpioyces’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund 
an establishment exempted under the said Act, is emp! 
in his establishment, the employer shall immediately 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life 
ranee Corporation of India. 


6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
able to the employees under the Group Insurance Sehei 
propriately, if the benefit* available to the employees 
the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefits at 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favour 
the employees than the benefits admissible under fh 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Gro 
ranee Scheme, if on the death of an employee the 
rryrSlc under this scheme be less than the amou 
would he payable had employee been covered under 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to 
heir/nominee of the employee a* compensation. 
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8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of the 
Regional Poudetu Fond Commissi one i, Maharashtra (Bom¬ 
bay) and v.heie any amendment L likely to affect adversely 
the interest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund 
Commissioner shall before giving his approval, give a rea¬ 
sonable opportunity t o the employees to explain their point 
of view. 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said 
establishment do not remain covered under the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India 
a 3 already adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits 
to the employees under this Scheme are reduced in any man¬ 
ner, the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life Insu¬ 
rance Corporation of India, ami the policy is allowed lo 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of default, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the said Scheme 
but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of the emp¬ 
loyer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer In relation to the said cstablisltmcnt shall 
ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the nominee/ 
legal heirs entitled for it and in any esse within ? davs of 
the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance Cor¬ 
poration of India, 

[No. S-3J014(325) /82-PF. 0] 

WTo 3ttc» 23.—fhrtf sApjtOtpt mm tpfl-prffTOr 

'rr<5 fitTJRrm U&s, OTTO 3TWi STTOT Ay, tft#, 

ar»sr$-i8 (TOP;;ej/95y9) (ftp? tor ^ tprarq 
to topt rrarr $) ^ - ottoA »tf*nBT r faftr ■*tk 

spt?r 4 toot trRifmrtr, C 932 (1952 Vi 19) (P?r% ^ 
win trlsrPm toj, mn f) ttft trtrr 17 ^ tokt fsut) % 
«rrfhr ft Prf fro nrfrxf'mtt; 

sff? tofta ?ttot >?rr totto $7 tot $ Pr wi wrm 
qronff, form - qqrcr tTfroro *rr sffftm «ct toto fom firm ft, 
wuffpr spto jfr-trr faro qh sfnrr n7rr % wfw wto 

sJVtrr % ¥4 if qro* ^ t sfVr <TO4tP»fr % Pro if 
■,to? to tott *f ^FETOffp? % ft qrffOTr fmjfa xmz jfhr? 
ftn, t976 (Fsrtf to' 4 wr^ to ipjt tot $) 

'tidin' 

W fftf TOUT, TO wfapTO *PT tTTTT 17 m tottt 
2ft) ?rrr TO wPrnff htt TOfu TO 5" TOTa 

vt fafirfim toT % trmn Tfft go, to wet *7 drn 
-ti, ifCj % nr; to iff f *n#f ^wdf f trUu % wc 
i I; 1 

1 to xmt f mroif RrAnnt'TAfTO ftfror fqftt mm, 

-j (re?) ft R’m froMt iff? iA *mt xfm n*r 
■tj f Fv=n[ Rtf• gffrsmf jrh x^mft fftn toot, ttto-ttto 
■Rrs? *p7 1 

rT'ftflT, pif ffCOT STTOt *Pi 5t#h OlU "KV TOTfin f 
T f tfuTC TOW sft hottr<, '3’TcT trfhfmpf 77 

7 f; Trap) f 3T) % to? (t) ^w*fpr tototto Tt 

*r? 1 

d.cp xrn; nr sram? if, fftl% tfiptrr itwtxff vt 
,r, fdTOFkdi' a trrmT ffmr trrni, £f> ait ffrfuntr ntr *tfr«r, 
'tpnen, fnrtst? fftn?? vr nm srrflj vrr f, ifA 
, sudf ntr «r^r Prnftnt snriVsfr , 
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4 Pthhn 1 ?!, Hxvtx ffra tpn wtjnJfty «flm 

cr u v wii v '-.7 stffT, RY? 3fij iprfr &r*t mftxrffTn upn, 
w ifrtif-r urn- tocrtffifr ft itfthm ft vrrtt A 

w£t pttt Tr W44i4, stm % xx nxfm 1 

5 . nfk Rrt ftrorrff, sfr wtetfr pRtsj fhftr Vi m 
wt tifafmm <fr stoh ^ srpw Wr wi iffirfipRj fAfsr vr 

U ^^4 t wm if fjpft^PT f?nn srrnf I rfr, hrtfmv 

#f*rr ^r.u ifr nwr % < 7 ? if tutt 4tr <p?nr 

tfk zxtft 474n »rprm srrfhtrR wroffir tsfern rft»rr fnrnr «pt 

thro fper 1 

a. pf* ora wfrn % srtrru nnforfrtn vr uoTitr <6^ 4tm 

xth t hi. tmfFrip tfOT w? % wurn tnforPcqf tot 

troTTO 94447 '4 mjfkrir tw tf tjftf srpf ft «WfT -rt^m famfr 

ft? ^ftnrfVpt v fipf -TPjhp; trim wr tit wfor nrntw <spA 

«eto7 o wftrP sr^r ff, afr gror mo <f srrffn s^hr f 1 

7 OT^%t sfrrrr ptfro if fraf tow %r ftfr go tfr, nfk fgrrff 
«jr4~rrfr ft >rw qr wwfro % mrta trAn -wit -jo Ptnr 
t m TOiorff t7 to toot if tf$tr gwr tot »rg gror f trtfrn 
frrr n7, frnfinr to4tot€ 7 ^ frftrtt wrfw/ortrWfWf tot nfen-o ^ 
4T if Ant TTO*ff «ft atore 4t toito xwt m »hnu vint 1 

a. *orr wt if owtff if nr mrnx, sntfw 

[ pfsrwt firffet pp-tpt, Atnfr f fi j w^Aitot <P frort ferr 
wim rflt arff ftttfr mnThu ?r <p4rofi7fi ^ 1 %?t tt ttftPEO 
srqw 44% ft rfvnrorr ljt, tojL Rprwr fhft arn^o, 

tmr w-jdm ^ if yf «rf4Tfpf7 v7 tmr ^ 

vr^PreryfiT wrort inr 1 

9 . qrfo hftdf tfuTvprvr, r-mrnr % ynfwrff, mthta olrr 

sf,di Pm ”Unrr mn^r *fRT whr wm T^wroi’ 

TOO % mil? rftxx itto fp m wo r^fbr * nfw mforif-mf ft 
srm g77 47 % TOmt ft# frPr if v*r 5 T or7 If, ft 

TOT mi mnfr % I 

10 . fmr TOiTOTOmr, PtoItot to fmrtf «rtl<«r ^ frtrx, 
ft totoBt oftTOT frm Im fhro fi., Rffhro vi thtra mrof if 
«r«9r7 x^fti Jf, ftx x.fxf ft mtox ^7 4t 4 PYrr tgmr't tfr 
to t* tsf mf< t 1 

w ' , 

j 1 . fndUr’P sur sfTftTO £ urn if fknr m; fagf «Tf?f4PT 

nif wr if to to gtRiff f nrn PtfPnfhtff nr Tifwf tot 

t?7 tft< n% to n if rri gitri nt tot *TOiTO f gffr, jfrtrr 

ijiPRf % fm Ttr TOTOfPm fafm tx ?Wf 1 

12 . tot T 91 TO % TO5 if fwfTO, tf=r Tipfh f Ttafn sft7 

prAi TOrtf <Pi f)t7 4X TOit jTtni? nPT Ft^ftrfcitff 

fnftrqr STfAff ft qlTOftn TOT TOT TOPT WEST ft ^7? StfW 

% wofhr TOTOT fdTO ^ fllWTfa' TOT RTO ?f7 
RP! pp? f fjfhpjTOT TOTOTT I 

[tfo TO 35014/37J/82 4fo TJ4i-lI] 

S.O. 23r—Whereas Messrs Peico Electronics and Electri- 
cu's Limited, A. Shivsagar Estate Dr. Annie Besant Road, 
Worli Bombay-18, (MH|9599) (hereinafter referred to as 
the said establishment) have applied for exemption under 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 oi the Employees’ Provident 
Fuodr uud Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 952 (19 of 1952) 

(hereinafterirefeued to as the said Act); 

* 

Mid whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, without making any 
separate contribution of payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 



25 


[-lA TT- ITT? T(il)l 


vrrnr T1 ?T'5IT55 ATOft ], 1 983/717 11,1904 


t.Aj i -m ' Corporation cf India in the nature of Life 
ii ■iu.iciu.e h nr more faxouiable to such employees than 
the benefits admissible under the Employees deposit-Lmked 
i’Sinu ce SJicmc, 197& (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme'); 

Nxy,, therefore, in exercise of the powei s conferred by 
sun-s-clron (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to lbe conditions specified m the SCHEDULE annexed hereto, 
the Centrrl Government hereby exempts the said establishment 
fiom the oDelation ol all the provisions of the said Scheme for 
a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. Th' f loye in relation to ..he said establishment shall 
submit such icturns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missi in'r, r .,1 b or huo (Bombay), maintain such accounts 
and provide •vi.h 'acifiucs foi inspection, as the Central 
Ccvcmir'nt rru, direct iiom time to time. 


12 Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said cstiLhsnrnent 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to (he nomi¬ 
nee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 days 
of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance Cor¬ 
poration of India. 

[No. S-35014(326)/S2-PF. II] 

AfcAi 0 24—tfarf ‘toft ^l^lffffT n/r? istw fTfcZV 
7 Tti^Trftr, nA^irr, twwoooi o in t) (fflT sah 

piRr?r vw ww tat,ttpi |) wut Q rfmn fata 

SnpW 3737 WfafaiR, 1952 ( 1952 TIT ll) (T"i* TTT T(% 

ato Efsrfrzto Efn? rpir $) <p> trra i? «pf tthta (27) 

<tr AatoTO fci AEftfpTp Tiijfpr Ps rr 


2 1 he employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause to) of sub-section HA) of section 17 of the said Act, 
\,uh'n 15 days from the close of eveiy month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Group 
Ltni'vUice icVr.e, including maintenance of accounts, sub- 
mrv'un of reb’tns, payment of insurance premia, tiansfer 
of accounts payment of inspection charges etc. shall be borne 
by the employer. 

4, The employer shall display on the Notice Qoaid of the 
establishment, a copy cf the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme ns approved by the Central Government and, 
as and wb >n amended, nlonywith a translation of the salient 
features thereof, in ihe language of the majority of the emp¬ 
loyees. 

J. Whcier.s an employer, who is already a member of the 
Employees’ Ffovident Fund or the Piovident Fund of on 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
h's establishment, the employer shall Immediately enrol h^n 
as a member of the Grouo fnsmance Scheme and pay neces¬ 
sary oremimum in respect of him to the" Life Insurance Cot- 
pir alien of India. 

6. The employer shall ouangc to enhance the benefits avail- 
r,,’a to the eiw loyers un'Vr die Group Insuiance Scheme 
rip.opiiatcly, if the berWUs available to the employees under 
the said Scheme are enhanced, so tliaj the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favourable to 
the f-nployecs than the benefits admissible under tho said 
Scheme 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the umount that would 
be payable had employee been covered under the said Scheme, 
the employer shall pay the difference to the legal heir/ 
nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8 No amendment of (he provisions of the Group Insurance 
Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of the Re- 
■ oncl T o’ ui tit ( nnd f ommixsioner, MafuirnslPra and here 
any amendment is likely to affect adversely the interest of 
the emolo'/ces the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner 
shall before givifig his approval, give a reasonable opportunity 
1o Hie employees to explain their point of view. 

9 Where, for any reason, the employees of the said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
employers under tin’s Scheme are reduced in any manner, 
the execution shall be liable to be cancelled 

10 Where, for any recson, the employer fails to pay 
Hi- r mm him etc. wf.fn’n (he due date, as fixed by the 
1 if- iTju.rmce Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to (apse the exemption is liable to be cancelled, 

11. In -ate of def mlt, if any made by the employer in pay¬ 
ment of premium the responsibility for payment of assurance 
benefit to the nominees or tbe legal heirs of deceased mem- 
hers who would have been covered under the said Scheme 
but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of the cmn- 

lovrr 


%fU fastm TTr-riH TT TFTTUH $ A A ft fA afl $ 

TuArn, fotff imp rrftwiT vr sffftr-AT =rr atw f-ur„ Off ft, 

»nTt?Pi tg’iipr art f^R at aahTE «?Rt t vtr~ 'ANA 

tffrfr % Tp? *r Twi AST | efiT iftjft A rW $ 977$ 

aa A rIsta h'i'fy’r f At f~ at FgT® TRr 

1976 (f r Aft VW Wltl '3-R E1TR tfTJT Tfi %) % 57 ^ 

Sift. trtTfb, 5Ti trrafTR Ti fTTTT 17 ^ 

(24r) srrr ktt rrf«rrTf [ fir srrrrn irr> gp xth tl*! tiw® 
Jr w?ff v vm'7 tTt 5 (^ a>i 

Wflr frpf KTTTT’iTT ^7 TTgi T95ETI ^5 H' TO Stdi % I 

1 . 'XVI WH % rr PTT?4Tr; fT*tI Sfltf'RI 

qjPF; tfl ^tfi farfMVRr ’Whl Rk ^<3T tr nSf fnv.'gvr 
% fbpf t^tfif HjfipgTU 1T4K 3ft $7*3,'7 UCTTR TR.p-T-xx IX 

2 . fswftefp, i\it 'rf:m JTgtfr w tiht p?' t 

is iftof.frr: rtTirt ‘rtti aft 5-^7 ttcgt -ft *fi 

trm 17 - ipt t39raRt (-jtt) v nf» (gr) surff tm-TTT it 

fsTfriee 

3 . Hi’jfij'P rfifi’i «it 5)7rrtR rr, fsm'$r wiffd dmtif ti 
wt oiim fimf'TJit w spjh fvni wRt, arm sfi r H(rT Ti ftr, 
fftrrfi <KT t-FTOT, fT^ieET JT’TPtf <Ff -KIR BTlftf Hf | s,?r 
yrvff wpff «ft fvrqTm e aw twr-rr R.irnr 1 

4. f*WW, 167377 ITTt VHT R^TftfTL T, Tp’-n 

fn?;n % ferff f *5 srfbt, wk ’Rsr Tth igrtft srrp, 
m "R rpifrmt «m’ afft tr«ii Tiimraf ap, ^j^ii 4 ■rtst ir 
m<& 4T»I Tldl w rt-LTK, Ftm TFT TTmTi-TJ TV 33^07 97^7T I 

6. -715 Tm RT UfTR f^Ej ytT tfl TPTi 

wfferfrrcrrT % whVpt to grR Pttm rrmt r tV vrfmR f^ftr Tt 
fcV bqTT5 if prtfifxr: Cpti ~at ^ at, rifprn rrn^- 

fi59t Tfrm % rrTn % wt rr hr EVrr tfpt 

gtT'pV RITE rTt'En'T mfrRT WITHbl 7^47 7 77 fHTiT gff ?GtT 

's^n 1 

6 (?Rf PfiiTT V 3317 TTifrTifyjft Ef TTvTStT 975^ gffp 
"TT* f tft, fTTHTT mrjffpf ^AT R7i7 % VfcrR FaTirnt E> 
mrrretr umift 7 mjf53 $7 if yra 4 hth 4 « : - t n E$r,7 israir 
ft: T^RrTAff % ffrp Trrijfp ^vr tp’r % rrtj ’7 9515 

"77 <mrfttf 7 ttfUA 5 X At AW WlA T m' 7 5 1 
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7. mtffVr f.m TTt«T r {VAl sth A sf'iA if', 

fspjflr iff ^ vh rArir A riAn t; mt m 

vffw # unr jf, aft trttAt At wr A rAi ^ifr aw ?w 
TfA wm A nnfft jjFn ?fr, hmnpr Turin 4, frfbT grtm/mR 
Er?ftrf r At Rfbcr % wt *f Abff nprfiA AT 1- % srnjpr ITU 
tt *tstu Ariir 1 

8 RPjfFn rim »Trir % "JWift A wti hr Rvfhm, sre- 
finr ufA^r flrftr *rtwr,- iwrnc? A 3 A A finr r h%j 

fitnrr Sturm «fk WSt fA4f mtftSR A whAlfarff % fgT T T J|fT- 
yrtr mifsr 9 nr Al AvirFrr fft mp, mAfriv Rft<w fAftr REpr 
imi wnpfiwA AA A 3 A ^=^Tfwf At wrrr 5;fefr>r w ^4 
tt uPfmjrr m 3 Am 1 ‘ 

g. rfa ('fwr Tr^mpir, y«im % t*Nttt, mntrir affair 
¥wr fAmr iff ot wiRfipr Almr mu A, fA% mm i$A sro 
■ypr 9 writ Tift rj srrtr t, m tr tArit A wjbr T»rv 7 fm“T 
At sr=r ?tt ttA tto* fAAr ttfA A tr At mA t tftm{ wt 
v* At art wtfr | 1 -> 

10 nfA tefr ww?w , Mu r? tr famt <rift« A rite 
art urcrtR afnrr Atm fmrR famr t*, jffftmr rr rttr trA 
tf WITOR TJPTt Jf, xfn TtEtAi At W |t RFt fA* RtRT j[ 
fff, ®T Tf At ITT RTAt I I 

1 1 fRfrirr am iftPm A mrw A fAp mr fAm RifATR 
At ruttr, rr rr rmri A RprfRffiirfAn m fAhrr mPwt At 
At, jrfjr^fi R fr irf ^ttflfft gnr Aw AnwriET 5‘tA, afrn 
arpAt A AttP atr T-rwrOrw PwtirT T r ffr<tr 1 

1 a nrm A AAst A fwnar, vt wfT A warT arA 
pt% f?wfr w Ar *ftA T 3 -=wA rtftTfT TM^WwAr/ 
fVflrt? TtWr At AtmFT ranr ar Atip trot A Ain: *?Aar 
rtTT A utTTtp aff«nr <frTt fA»m A ANTfra m Jim ArA A 
*mr ftr A atTT ^WraTT an'irr 1 

[A® ' T T -3 50M/.a34/82-fr® mf;<,-T[j 

S.O. 24,—Whereas Mesm Peico Electronic* and Electri¬ 
cals Gm.lted Neibit Road, Mazogaon. Bombay-400010 
(MH/5104) (hereinafter rclerred to as the said eitablish- 
ment) have applied for exemption under sub-scction (2A) of 
•fetion 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscella¬ 
neous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 19521 (hereinafter referred 
to as the taid Act); -.?**[aA 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, wthout making any 
separate contributions or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life Insurance 
which are more favourable to such employee.? than the benefits 
admissible under the Employees Deposit-Linked Insurance 
Scheme, 1976 thereinafter referred to as the said Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act mtU subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said establishment 
from the operation of all the provisions of the said Scheme 
for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1 . The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit shch returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Maharashtra, maintain such accounts and provide 
such facilities for inspection, as the Central Government may 
direct from time to time, 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said 
Act, within 15 days from the close of every month. 


3. Ml expense-, involved in the adminislralitm of the 
Gump Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employer. 

4. The employer display on the Notice Board of the 
establishment, a copy of the lilies of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as appioved by the Cenii.il Government and, as and 
alien amended, alonywith a translation of the salient features 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employees- 

5 Whereas an employee, who is already a member of the 
Employees’ Pi evident fund or the Provident Pond of an 
establishment exempted under the said Vet, is employed in 
his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol him 
as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay necen- 
s.uy premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance Corpo- 
mtion of India. 

6. The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employees under 
the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favourable to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group fiisu- 
tunce Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under tlv said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
heir!nominee of the employee ns compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of 
the Regonnl Provident Lund Commissioner, Maharashtra and 
where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the inte¬ 
rrat of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving bis approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to (he employees to explain their point of view. 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India ns already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme are reduced to any manner, 
the exemption shall he liable to be cancelled, 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the du r date, a.s fired by th c Life In¬ 
surance Corporation of fnlln, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled 

11. In case of default, if any made, by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of 
assurance benefits to the nominees or tfic legal heirs of de¬ 
ceased membcis who would have been covered under the 
said Scheme hut for grant of this exemption shall be that 
of the employer. 

12. Upon the death oF the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment-shad 
ensure prompt payunent of the sum assured to the nominee/ 
legal bcirj 'entitled for it and in any case within 7 days of 
the receipt of the sum assured from the life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

[No S-35014( 3.141/82-PF. TIT 
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vrreOT sfcOT tott fsnw ^ irOTffT; am ot?ot % ttetr wtor 
4r*n w m w wotI ? 5 T w| | xik OT w*Nrrfkfi % fwr? $ wtot 
tot wot?) %wfEr«p sf^5r | 3 ft ottotot fatik sfES wwt wwfar, 

1976 (ftt% WOT WOT 9OTOT TOT OT?OT W?T OTT t) % *OTOT 

sot:, %*sk uxwn, -jot srftrPTOT wf arra 17 vt ttotot 
(aw) sra s^ot wfeff wr swot wot §t trk wot ttiot 

W^fTf if WPfff % OTOT T^T |W. 3OT fW Wt SOT 

sot wr rma % fOT tot TWitt % OTft TOTtri % otot it ®w 
^tt|i 

OTOTf 

1. 3OT OTTOT % OT£f if faWOTTT SfRfitpP STROT Wa WOTT 
uf parz wft ftiji f^<fuRf wfrm trk OT hot totst cT*rr fwTrsrrr 
% fOTr ittff gfTOnj jret wkrr afr wtott ♦tot-’tot <ot 
fwfaOT r,x 1 

2 . OTwtott, ittt fntrsw surd wr hotw ott wr OTtfpr % 

15 fOT sfr wott OTnv wott gftksk thstr, oth wfafaw w* 

srrct 17 wt ^rarm (sw) % wnr (w) % wafa ots-^ot ot 
fafcOT ski 

3 . dip twot % sptttott if, farcw wotot %wmf wt 
tot 3ft ^n, f^rcpror wr st^fwirr hott, sfarr tfirfaiPT Tot trot, 
%otot wwm, fatra^ sunk) wr trot trrfw d $, $r% stir 

OTT ®,qj WT S^ST fSTJfrSW SNT fOTlT witrurr i 

4 . fnmv$, otjot snrrc jra w sfotIrct ww/ga itm 
TW,TT % faOTt wf trip srfcr, <ftw 3W TOT OTSf OTtOT fWOT TtltT, 
crar ot ?ifftOT ttft srfar oti wwOTfOTT wt wgOTnr wt wrt ^ 
OT^f OT'-r irrm =tt otwt? rarrm % fpwr-sww *vc s<fe wdn 1 

5 . Iffs ^rtf trjfl WW'Srtr, aft wwwrd wfs«T fafa wt m OTT 
wftifOTrr % wars ®z sot fwst totr «pf fwlt Tt sot 
ff WWW t, OTW OTTOT S fSSrfarcT fWSI atttn | tft, f'OTdtTrtrPT- 
fOT sfrri TWW % POTT % OT if OTWt WPT ?3f »;OTr tftr 
OTd sftsrr srsrtw srfsOT srOTts sfcpT stsr fwr wt www 
wdtT 1 

6 - sfw PW TWtS % SSR otOTOTT sft 3OT*5t TOt WITti 
atr% i fit, PwfpsR; prsfpr sfpr fspts % wars sJOTrfOTt aft 
othss wrad if psJp-t ot % *[3 vt vt a?s?sr wdtt fsttir 

fw WSSTfetff % fprr ^qfp- Sfpf ppfp % SSffP PSPJS cpfst 

OT Siisd % sfuw OTWW’ |ff, aft PPT pds % Softs SOTS 11 

7 . srsfOT dm tds iffwrfr srs % frit |tr sr, sf? f^pf 
wrssrdwt ms sr fswds%sa l fs#^rt: s OTOTw ! OT%ws|, d 
OTsrd d ot ?sr if ots ?tst, ss m? pw rot % vafs ^rsr 
at, fstfRtw wsstd % ftrfaw mfOT/OTtf^ftiid sit stiffR % 
WS if wtsf twsf % TtcTW % OTTST 73iS Wt SWTS Wdlt I 

8 . srsjOT dm wr % 3S5TG7 if df %fr tritot, sftfsiP 
pfOTT frtfjT wtmts OTROT % SSStSS % ftfSf Sft fsTSI 

sk sff ftnd OT7OT % OTsrfOTt %tOT t< sftrww swts s?^wt 
pfSTOTT it, SIT sdftfiw sfsrar fsFa STSSS, SOTt SOT1OT OT % 

«[s OTSifsn wt smr sftswH mz wr^ wr sPra^Rt sots 

^IT t 

«. sPw fwst HttOTOT, OTTss % wssrd, sKsts otr dm 
fSOTOT OTmsfkw dm rdts d, f^Rt wsrrs sot stst sst | 


sms s|r w| ms |, st ws wdts % sds wsstfcdf wt sms 
sts m% smtt fwst dfs it ws it, wrt % st ss x% wt 
trad i 1 

10. sis fwd mrsmrarsTj fsstsw ot fsmt mdw w *dtcp;, 
dr sTOTts mss dm fsmr fsss wr, stfsss wr dms wot if 

WTFS TOTt t, sk StfOTT WT STTOT ft SrS fOTT SfSt | ST, 

wt m pwd 1 1 

11. fsmsw sra srftrOT w' s'wrs if fwq mr fodf mraws 
wt wm t ss ot POTff % sprrsfftrfsdr m fsfw sftdf w) 
dt sfw sf w: n d st ftd df sot pds % smds ftd, dm 
«Bisd % dms wt ssTmfds fsdsw sr ftst i 

12. sot wstss d ddr dfsdtsw, ws wm % sms ms 
md fwm sot.' wt ms fts me ssd otstt sot fs 5 fmsm/fsidw 
sifcdf art dsn^t otot wi dsra Sctott if dk sdw ott d 
stotts dtss dst fsmr if dmfs tws sms fdf % ms fws % 
dsw ffsfwss wott 1 

[S«rirS-35014;335/82-d° tr^-ll] 

S.O. 25.—Wiieieas Messrs Mahindra & Mahindra Limi¬ 
ted International Tractors Division, Employee?’ Co-operative 
Canteen Society Limited, Kandivli East, lionibay-400001 
(MH/11705) (hereinafter referred to its the said establish¬ 
ment) have applied for exemption under sub-section (2A) 
of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Mis¬ 
cellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinatfer 
referred to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employee* of the said establishment are, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoy¬ 
ment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 
Life Insurance Corporation of India, in the nature of Life 
Insurace which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme) ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1 . The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Commis¬ 
sioner, Maharashtra, maintain such accounts and provide 
such facilities for inspection, as the Central Government may 
direct from time time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as 
the Central Government may, from time to time, direct 
under clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the 
said Act within 15 days from, the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, 
as and when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient 
features thereof, in th# language of the majority of the 
employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of 
an establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed 
Jn his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
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appropriately, if the benefits available to the employees 
under the said Scheme are enhanced, so that, the benefits 
available under the Group Insurance Scheme are more 
i vou.abie to the employees than the benefits admissible 
under the said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
legal heirs/nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of 
the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Maharashtra 
and where any amendment is likely to affect 
adversely the interest of the employees, the Regional Pro¬ 
vident Fund Commissioner shall before giving hi* approval 
give a reasonable opportunity to the employees to explain 
their point of view. 

9. Where for any reason, the employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the em¬ 
ployees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, the 
exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. * 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Jjfe 
Insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of defualt, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the said 
Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of 
the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

[No. S-35014(335)/82-PF.II] 

ifitosrto 26.--utrf 33 fwr 43^93 (srnm) fqMs, 
31341 STCqf 4%3,. $3T3~~'455001 (3E3 333/3387) 

(fa% *3 q 53 % 33917 397 43m ^ 93314 % 

Mb %k 79 %% stfeMw, 1952 (1952 97 19 ) 

f%%53%?3% it'Tkt 343 MtrMrfr ttt wi) %[ trnj 17 %t 

swrtr ( 23) Imn wz fkr q.q % Fro tnkq fkn 

%k ksk 34934 t, 331317 | fe to 47 m 

% 9137141 , fwr <ttt srmrsr 91 jifw 97 3337 f%rr Mn 
5 %, 314717 #37 blur Mnr qrt Thjffr #nr,- 3^7 % 3^7 
5737 brut % ¥7 % ^ f %k 9>37ifpfr % 

5 urn 77 nr-ret % Tfaq? 7343 | 7 % qrqTkt 3pr? 

3%tt Mft, 1976 (Mr 53 % tfq% 797Tf[ 743 wtq qqr 
|) % 33 x 7 3737 f; 

wcT:, %kt3 34934 , 343 . rfsfwit %t am 17 %f ^rsrTrr 
( 2 t) jrnrr tTAtr srfkm tt snfhr 914 % ^ 7 k 53 % 34133 
37f3r 4 f-fFrMr sntff % qsM 41 % 393 3797 %t tfk 

jpf 9 % tTTftt % 743 FFXq % 33 f 39731 % % 5T7%7 q ^5 

%3t I 1 

1 . sqm % 3 * 731 , *r fqqkrr snifferr 7 M 3 Mb 

31793 3S7 333 Tit %?t Mnfqqr TOT «k §% %3T T#hT 


33T Mtsurr % Mr fiqf tjfqqrf 9313 9% 71 3ft %ffl3 34974 
339 337 44 qk i 

* 2. Mrt^r, %% f34fsu7 9314 % 97 srtt *nq # 37if r 3 

% i 5 f^r % ■sf: ?n: 333 Tkrr %t 913113 34974 , 343 stfaMiq 

%r arrr 17 tt ttoto (3t) % (t) % w?q 373373 

74 frMr qk 1 

3. trnjMr; 7171 94".q % suntH if, ^rtaTrff 

TT T3TT 3131, fTTcfmr Tr fW 3,37 JT fbW Tl 
3?iq, ti srRrcq, Mtspq jpqtTt t, q.f? ns 

TT?r tmf sqrt Tf I'TqnrT sr<r fetr ETtMi i 

4. MUrt, 3TTT3: mr qqr mqiNd st.+g 

Mq % Mrqf 4 ?r srFtr, bk qq T'.t. qqq qqrm fqnrr srru, 
33 33 tfsfniq T r 3f3 3Tt Tq^ifM Ti qfhl 3 

3343 qqq 3T3T Ti 14133 % TJ33T 3T 513^13 Tklf I 

5- qlb TTf q3r TTTTtr, 3ft T33R~f 3fw Ml 3T 3T 
343 ttfbfqqq % 5Tsfi'3 S3 3F3 ffTtft 13173 T?l Wf'sq fqfe 97 

|r 3?Fi I, 33% *3173 % f 33 lM,- fqrql 3331 | 3t,f331SRr 
3131 l%q % 3313 % 33 3 33T1 313 §753 33 91^31 
tfre 33%T 3T33 3i'3?3IT 33333 3rMq 7'77 3T3f D-’W 31 
3trar qikn i 

6 - 3f3 333 T#3 % 33 3 T33tft3f %t 331153 3733 3s»I7 
3T3 | 3J, fqqUtT 3l^flT 3^31 1 %i' 3 % 3313 TWiMlf %1 
333S3 33331 3 33f33 33 % 31 \3 %T 313 93 sqqrqr 37>7F 
f%3% f% T33lft3r % f m, 313f>{T 3131 4%tq % 333 33353 
333^.33 37331 % MsT 9UT3 gf, 31 333 FT.3 % 35^3 3^77 

t' 

7- 3f3m 3T31 r%17 3 fT31 313 % ftfr fT 31, 313 fsT3l 

333131 %T,i[c3 33 ?q Mq % 3313 3f%l 3T3 33 tT3 & 
T3 3t T33131 3?t 33 331 3%T 713 3f 347 FF13 

% 33 T 3 5 TOT 31, f33T3T T37lfr % fTfen 3lfC3/3T3Mf331 
Tt SftfTT % 33 3 3t3f '<33'l % 3314 % «P.134 4T3 4TI 3313 

Trkrr 1 

8 . 3F»jffT 3t31 4Tl3 % 333f9f %lf 31 qsfltFT, STNftlT 

3 M 3 Mb 31347, 3E3 333 % 5 # 333N3 % faf3l' qff 19131 
31331 3k 3f§t f%3f 37'mq % T3 TlfM % 34 5rfif^5T 33T7 

333 %T H3I33T 5 >, 3|1 7F^f5tT 3fk3 fqfo 31343, 3T71 3^- 
3133 kr % 53 TqqifTTf 4ft 33TT 3feT>I FTO 47 3f47- 
337 3334 kit t 

9. 313 fkfi 474333, 43133 % TufTTfr, 314713 7.33 3131 

f333 TT 73 3T^fiT,3i ! ql 4#7 %, f%% 43N3 T|% 343T fTT 
| 3313 3§f 4f 3r?r f/3l ?3 3%tq % 33>3 qniTTfkft %t 
3F7 ft3 31% 473% fkfi 4lf3 % T3 f[T 31% %, 3t 3| 433 

%t 31 3T%r | I 

10. 3k fell 974337, fkftTT 33 f%37 TTfW % 3,74, 
3t 314713 =333 3tql f%33 f%37 9f4, 3tf333 97 3313 914% % 
3333 4pT |, 3T4 3Tf33t 9% 339-37 ft 31% RTF 3r7r | %t, 
^3 4f Tt 31 3T7T | I 

11 . f33%3T 7141 sfrfqqq % 3313 % fTi qn fMr ®3F7T3 
Tt 33T % 33 3J7 3343% % 3lqMW33% 3T f%f%T 9Tf43% 4% 
3t 3f% 31 ^3 3 3t 3f I%71 7% 347 4973 % SF7 ! t7 §t%, 3171 
4739% % 3313 TT 3343Tf943 f%3%39T 34 |%31 i 
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SflTqq, fpi-qg . gqfe'r 1, l«33fTtT It, 190 4 


12 gfcT TOUT % STEV if fTTfepP, 5>I ^ STOTT 5TT^ 

sfi?t fei> tot qr to qx gfe; fro?. to fcfftifdTt/ 

Ma^P tiftr =pi €Tn?ci fen T>r ittr ~Trr it tfe s?dfo; 
5 ,tt Jr srrGhT si tt sfrrrr faro % sfnrrW'-r tto sro ?ttt % 
HIST for % ^fafr°fT TOTI 1 

[tf«Tl RH- 3 5 01 ij 3 J cj 8 2- T; ec.'fi a -II] 


S.o. 26.—V/nertas Mesy-s Muohu Mi'an Syntex (P) r 

limited, Agra tomboy RoaJ, Dcwa s (MP/3?b7) (herem- 
;Atc< leferred to as die said establishment) have applied for 
c\e*npli3u 'mdA sub-stc ion (2A) of section 17 of the Fm- 
• io -cs PiOi dent i unfe ..nd Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 
13:2 (19 of 1952) (12matter le'efred to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
J'- employees of the said establishment are, without making 
r-y it, a ate coif ieut.un on payment cf pi "mi urn, in enjoy- 
n i of benefits under the Gxcup Insurance Scheme of the 
rife Insuiance Coipoiation of India in tlie nature of Life 
Insurance which are more favourable to f,uch employees than 
ih - benefits admissible under the ErrpR'yees Deposit-Linked 
' ’urar.ee Scheme, 1976 (heieinafter referred to as the ssid 
S-neme) ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sun-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in th* Schedule anrexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exemp's the said establish- 
i er.c from the operation of all the pro,visions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

). Tnc 'employer m relation to the sa'd establishment shall 
siii-mit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Commis¬ 
sioner, Madhya Pradesh, maintain such accounts and provide 
such facilities for inspection, a: the Central Government may 
direct from time to time. 

2. The emptover shall pay such inspection chaigev as 
the Cential Government may, from time to time, direct 
i nier clause (a) of sub-section (3 A) of section 17 cf the 
s„> c Act within 15 days Lorn the clo^e of eveiy month. 

" 3. All expenses involved m the administration of tns 
G.oip Iriurancs Scheme, inched ng ma.ntenance of accounts), 
subro.ssion of returns, payment of insurance piemin, transfer 
of «aoum», payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
be’re by the etnpioyei. 

4. Tfas employer sha’l display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the GiOup Insu¬ 
lin, e Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, 

"s anj when arirnded, alongwith a translation of the sp.lient 
features thereof, in. the language of the majority of the 
employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of 
an establishment exempted under' the said Act, is employed 
in his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Lite Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6. The employer sha'l arrange to enhance the benefits, 
rvailable to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately,_ if the benefits available to the employees 
inder the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefits 
available under the Group Insurance Scheme are more 
favourable to the employees tharr the benefits admissible 
under the said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less *han the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
legal heir/nominee of the employee a* compensation. 

, 8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the piior approval of the 
Regional Provident Fund Commissionn, Madhya Piadcsh and 
where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the interest 
cf th" cm;loyv-s, the Reylcna! Fieri’ent Find Crnimissioner 
shall before giving his approval, give a reasonable oppoilunity 
to the employees to explain their point of view. 


9. Where for any reason, the employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Sicheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India a3 already 
adopted by the said establishment or the benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, the 
exemption shall be liable to lie cancelled, 

10. Where for apy ier,son, the employer fails to pay the 
D’emmm etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of default, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the said 
Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of 
the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any esse within 7 
day* of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

[No. 8-35014(336)/82-PF.II] 

✓ 

t;i-' si-’ 27- nro 7.'" iT JTvPFrn fe-ofe, nfe r«rfew, 
’‘vCfe u rr t rpin - t' 6 4 1 G (uTCff/15 467) (fkfd 
TTOcV 3TT **PTn vTfr TTi |) ft Tufetr svffer fTfET 
3TTO STfapfiST, 1952 ( 1952 W 19) (foRT JETTf cppnT 
tit trfKrfcpr TO I) *fi sht 17 * tot ( 2 ^) 't 
tot fir sfifj % ffe srr^fT fen | ; 

tffe fejtjf TOPVT STT TOTO TTT | % tTfpqT 
% 4rrfTFCT, ftrtT ,7 t,'fTO4 Ut ififfefFr «FT W5IJf fer fetr $r, 
tiTOf'T ^rsR- «f rrr fern vr ? nr ferr % wtf'T 

h to '4 % k; fi-rd 4 

Tf't tito h trrerr & sfr Tifevr ^ifri fe u 

1976 (fef ttoct to |) %. m q 

spjfn? 

kttit, gw srftrFTTO trnr 17 gwut 
(2T) tra 5TW Difesfr TV Slip! TFf WiC ^ 

if Rf'if'AS TRtf % srjfid tfd FlFR Tt tfffi 

^ ^ ®fTief % fee w fen- % to TWfsfT % & to 

» | 1 

51^7^) * 

1 . grt FTOM % vmar if fTprirr aNfep trfro 
^jr\^ Tt dto fertf to Stnr sfhc feu ntip to 

pfe fef dfr-JV't SRCid TriTr 3ft 3T ttTTrt, *f4P( TO4 <R 
fhfes T? I 

2 fferfe pfv f7fit7T TTfrrff tt imr tv wife % 
15 fe % tffett; TOir •rferr 7ft %;s 5 |if trcTTT, g«R srfaffetr 
# SVKT 17 Tf Fiwm (3T) % tS«* (t) % STTO TOf-tfTO 

tt: Prf%^ ^ 1 

3 TOHT feur TTDfltR if, fef% tFcPm iwpfft 

TT TO «rntr fTOrfimff tt fen isr,^,, =rut, sfiffepv tt 

TOT, trwif TT TOFT, fdfNPT Jnnft TT TOT Wife ^1 |, 
?ff Tig TO ETTt TT Tft feTTO fPCT fen Bfi^TT I 

4 ffe'TO, fej.T trroT svn to nTJfrfer 'Bvifer titv 

74? T % fernt Tff RT 5ffe, ?ft< TfW T# fem ferT 

wit, m ifen-T Tf srfe to TTTTftrt fe c^toit Tf towt 
is mmt jjitt tm «m t?=i*rnr, wrm % fro % Tt's'?fers 

Tferr 1 
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5 ftl^ ftm tuFtt#, aft ^nNrrfr wffteir ftrftr w ni 
gr4 xrfftfftmT ft srffi 7 nr srnr toftr rwm fti vf*r^r. fftfa 
47 qirft if tut S', 77ft dtph 4 faftrfftir fw arm S ffr, 
ftpfrw frnjfer sfnrT rftm ft tptwt ft 4 Tm tit 
ttft »T3Ti *ft< "3 ^r.‘ stm xprow trrfftipr upft.u fttor arm 
fft>m r‘t wfT ft»m i 

g itfft tv\ w.nr ft top pTif'prtfT'ft *4 iT<r*«r ipt? min 

stit S, ffr, ffpfhr<fr trrjfeft 4i7r rftnr ft nft.7 gnHifw ftt 

■a'PiPi'Sf 'TTPT-TT 4 tTrrfipf 77 ft^fifftl aflftftr "WW P^' 3 TT fftftft 
tpaTTfiftt 4 fare •Tr’jftpr ftlnr prur % rrtfi r wp-tr nm 3ff 
tpA) ft prfftrwT.'fft fjr, art 'JT-r *ftnr ft xtuh mplu Si 

7 nr^fsjpr sfi«rr tftitr ft (ft?ri pa ft gw ^4 sir, hfa fft4r 
VftTTTtr ftr ftrft vt ipt npirr pr wtTfT rrAft Tpnr 77 vpr ft 
pw S, sr> pu^rm ftt 77 tot 4 ftfty gtrft, war pg TPft #ift 
ft trftift ftMr (ft, fftftrftprpr.fprA % fftftrp fttfrft/ftrftfftifirftr 
pft hFttp ft Kft ft frftr tt4t ft sf;tc ft tftoJR vftu prr rftftft 
putot i 

a ftt^fepr ftrirr rftift ft Twst ft ftrf w ftftnr~, artforr 

ftfftTft fftfft ftTrm ftEft srtft ft XPJTTTPT ft fsfU ft|T fftftT 

ari4ft, nT- - urgl ffttrr ftfttuft ft ftftftrfwi ft ftftr tt afftftsf aura 
qpft ftr rtTfiTTi gt, 75T arftfftp; vtItct (4ftt xrprvr, itpjt ew- 
rrwr ftft ft 'jft "Pftftrfftftr ftr «mrr rjfteftrft rr*r •crft pt ^fiw- 
ytu nTm: ftwr 1 

». Tt fr fftftr prrrrmr, prm ft vtt.tt, Tirftirir ftirr 

sutt fp-iftr ft‘r 7ft rrr^f^ ftTftT ttw ft, fftft ^ttp pgft trir-rT 

S wftw -..ft ps "ifA I, fti »ft «m ft wftft prftftrlAit 
«pft arw gift ftrft anrift fftftr frfft ft prft g"r Tnft S, mr yg wr 
?v ftV ^rr ftrtfi S 1 

10 ftift fftftf p.itoto, fftftWP' 7ft fftftft mHp* a> ftiftT, 
sir ftrftf.ft ftiftft ftfftr fftftft fftrift pft sftfftftft vr p;rft ft 

tiftarr-r 7 -gftr S ft’r T ftifftft^ pit pftftrrft gt nS fftrr «ftftr ft a), 

nr rg ftr ^rr ftwT S 1 

11. faftw 5Tft iftfrm ft «5Tft ft fpn; ft4 fprftr wrfrmft 

ftt tot ft 7ft rjft ftrorl ft ftiftfftrffirf' , nfr vt fftftrv wrftftf 
ftt jrf? ttt n? 7 Tr ftft pfr fti TPft rfttft ft ftftrfft prft, fttftr 
"STftftt ft ftPTft Pft TftftTrfftTft fftftOT ft r iftir 1 

12 777 prm ft ftptr ft Iftftm, «rr rftm ft crftp 
pnft "Tift farft TEPW ftt rj>7 '17 77% prar 7TO frpfpftftftr, 
fftfw PTfrftT ft! ftlriTffrr t-tw 77 ftaia 1 mTCTT Ir sftt sr-^pr 
tot ft 'FfP'ftw ftrsR ftPir fw<r ft ftPri-fw ttptt rrrw gift ft 
rrr7 fn ft ftiar gfftftm ftlnr 1 

[HWr ETT7' 3 501 a; 7. A7/ft :-proH^o-ll] 

S.O. 27.—'Wheic.iT Mesbis JantJ Sahakari Bank Limited, 
Knrale Building, Mahabir Nngar, Snngh-416416 (MH/15467) 
(hereinafter refieied to as the said establishment) have ap¬ 
plied loi exemption under sub-section (2A) of section 17 ot 
the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 19.72 (11 ot 1152) (hc’cinafter leferrcd u> as the said 
Act); 

And "whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employee* of the said establishment are, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoy¬ 
ment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 
Life Insurance Corpoiation of India, in the nature of Fife 
Inaurace which arc more favourable to such employee* than 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-linked 
insurance Scheme. H 7 6 thereinafter referred to a* the *»id 
Scheme ); 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
»ub-*eetion <2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions *pecified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
ihe Central Government hereby exempt* the taid est»bll*h- 
ment from the operation of all the provition* of th* Mid 
Scheme for a period of three year*. 


SCHEDULE 

1 the employer in relation to the «»id e*tablnhment sh*ll 
mbmit such return* to the Regional Provident Fund Cominia- 
sioncr, Maharashtra, maintain such accounts and provide 
such facilities ot inspection, a* the Central Government may 
direct from time to time,, 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection chaiges a* 
the Central Government may, from time ip time, direct 
under clause (a) of aub-section (3A) of section 17 of the 
said Act within 13 day* fiont the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, pumtent of insurance, premia, transfer 
ot accounts, payment of m-pecliou charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employer, 

4. The employer shall display on the Nonce Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rule* of the Group Nin¬ 
ja nee Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, 
as and when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient 
fcatme* thereof, in the language of Lhe majority of the 
employees. 

5 W'heiea* an employee, who is already a member oi 
the Employee*’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fond of 
an establishment exempted under the sail I Act, is employed 
in his establishment, the employer ihnli Immediately enrol 
him a* a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance 
l ’ot poration of India. 

6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance ‘the benefit* 
available to the employee* under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employee* 
under the said'Scheme are enhanced. »o that the benefits 
available under the Group Insurance Scheme are more 
favourable to the employees than the benefit* admissible 
under xhe »»id Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group I*wu- 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme ue less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
legal heir/nominee of the employee ns compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of 
the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Maharashtra 
and wbeic any amendment is likely to affect adversely the 
interest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving his approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

9. Where for any rea*on, the employee* of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the life Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefit* to the 
employees under the Scheme are reduced in any manner, th* 
exemption ihall be liable to be cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc, within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of default, it any made by the employer in 
payment of premium Ihe responsibility for payment of a**u- 
rance benefit* to the nominee* or the legal heir* of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the nid 
.koheme but for grant of this exemption, shall b* that of 
the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to th* said e*tabliihment 
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shall, ensure prompt pigment of the sum assured to ih* * 
uominee/lega) heir* entitled for it and in any ciue within 
7 days of the receipt of the aum assured from the l ife insui nrn.> 

Corporation of India. 

I No. S-35014(337)/82-PK 111 

fiT° Wfo 28 -flrpr ftter t' r r^.tr >mm fftfftftT, 

7 8 , Wlfo wr 5 - Tic ifio n M fwt-rf ’IT, 'T=IT r 

wriftr-12 trio 'at ,i, (fbrft swjt twt 

ttt wrm ft?r iwi ft) ft Mwpft wWw 

fftfa ftV Mri Tpgrs wrsrhm, tos't ( i as 2 *rr 19 ) (fwn 
yprft rewft mrir pppt wftrfiTtrr wwr ft) rift httt 17 rift 
twwttt (241) ft waV fqw urrft % fop xnft>tw frwr i, 

wV .ftvsfa HWtt art wwtjitw ftt »rt ft fa mrr ?wm 

% ftrcfr nwv wftrai? wr aVfrm nr rirnt ffttr fanr f', 

wnrfin tVw ritwr fftspr aft wrijfM atwr Mr % vwrw -SWt 
aflTTT ft * r ( ft TiM V,T V ft <fV dif ynMWrf % fa" ft 
riroft jw <mwi ft wfftr wfr-r 5 oft •fiftwrift fftebp 
aim win, 1976 (fftft tM imp wiMpt^ w ft) 

% wrftw n*g tpjiN 5 ; 

am:, ftMrr ptwp, m wfaMrw if tim 17 ftt Twom 
( ot) im atm erfftrftt <n wftm tM 5" <rV wn 
apj^fr »r Wftfw utfrt % wtfm Mr jw, m pwm ft) ririt 
tfw rift etwfst % fftw t^pi rfttw % w*)t "jmrmt ft a M-i ft ttT 
W | 1 

"IT* 

1. Tvi wm •(; wwr*w »f fftrimr strftfM wfmw Wft 
err^t, ami" ft) ftrit fTerfwm ftftm xtV fift ft«rT Mur ««n 
frtww ft fan ftftt ^Wro) mrm rfm sr> k*S r«r 'r^ir, wwa 
mm <rc fhftwr 1 

2. fmfrjpw, pi* fnriww ntrn'i at mm v> mtifm *r 
is ftm ^ mftn: mam artwr «n ^ihm mnpiT, mm wfirfham 
air mm 17 *pt mrniTO ( 3 *) % ar»* (v) ^ artfrm mm-mm 
tp Prftw til 1 

3. m^pti mtm PTtm % mstTmw if, frm% w’m'im %arml 

am parr mi mi, fmmrfmff ar, simfr farmi unmr, mfmr jfffmrm am 

warm, *f*ml am Ptmmm, frprwm mwrn air mtrn wife vft f, 

«n^ »nft wftff am asm fmfPmp pm farm rr^mr 1 

4. fmmurai, ^mffm mranp am mn m^tai aim 

Mm % f-rmit aft h«p mfm, «frp mm amt mnf maiimm farm 
arrm, mm mm mafram aft mfa mm armnftwf aff mgmam aft wmi 
•f Tmaff *jam mrmf am atmara, *mm % ^amr m3 tp mafrm 
a^m 1 

t. mfa aiVf vm anfmft, mt aotmr-l wfrut fmfu am nr 
mam arfmfmm % wwfm at smm fartft wm at wf<mr Mi 

am fr mmam t, M wmm if fmrntfmm farm <aim t art, 

fHmtmai ^rm Mm ^ mtw ^ mm if mmam mmfrwt 

m* arlm affp 3 # mrsw tfrmamm? ifrfmrm wKtfrm mVam mfmr 
fhmm aft afmw ailmr 1 

t. mfe mam Mm ^ wtffm amraTfM arf mmanv mmmt 
mfitf arrft t «t, fmftma; mn^rar mM Mm ^ aMm aMmfM 
aft mm*TO mmttf *f mjfam mm m a fa aff mrl aft *mawr 
artni fttM fat anMfM % firm mrnjf^a; atm Mm % wtffm 
mrnaraa atrmt mm *mf % prftrm ar^am ft, aft tm Mm % 
anftw atJjifm f t 


1 1 ,ifha 11,| r,m 


7 mimf^s 4,mr Mm m imrft mm <P mft 57 <?" trim fmrM 
aman’r m‘i ^ w ip miw f wmrw mMr "mm mm "aim m 
mm t, 8;r armm.mi at mm rnirr m mrnm ftrcfi, urm ms mmm Mm 
m wwtm fimr m, fm-inrm arrnmrn % fmfisrai mif'rm/mfmimifftitft 
at rnfmam pr *m m m>mf rmmrt % mrm" ip marsp -nun am mmrrn 
arnmi 1 

s mrtjfgm mi mi Mm % tweit if allf mt mwfmm, mr^ftim 
wfaam fmfa wi^m nftmrmrr m gm sramfr-f % fmmr Mr faimt 
rnrmni af(T rnmr famf mwimm m armmiPmfr % fsm mm rnfmam 
mmrm mjm ait rnmurmr ?>, mjrt m^ftnp wfMr fmfm wr^tm, 
ami Pt'jmtmm ifm ir r (m armrnifrmf ait arrmr mfrmm ria Jl i 1 m m J m 
am aramm Mr 1 

9 mfa farrif arrtwmar, amm >r airnmim,, wrMm mtmm atm 
fmrrm air mm mimjtfP tftmr Mm «P, fmfr amrmm m.im mmmi -smi 
»f mmim M as rnrft wr im Mm *P mtitm armmrfMt art 

rnpm etft mT% mM frmr aifm it «pm 5ft mrr^ f, art ms a^ 

aft «n mmafr % 1 

10. mft famft arta’iraw, fmmtmar mm fftmm stmta % mtma, 
mft mrtmrm mtmm mtmr fmrnm fmrnm arf, mtfrnmm am mmrm arpit 
m arrnmrm Tgmr %, mV. mthamt aft ®mmmm ?ft mrft famr mrmr ft 
rift, ^a: a? aft mT mmrit ft 1 

11. fmmrmar arm ififmmm % afmrm if farm mm fnrnft arrftprm 
aft aarr if mm ijm mrnwft % mimIMftrfrimft mr friferr mrfVft 
aft aft mfm m? ©s m rit mt pft rit mam Mm % ajam-'m ?rft, 
atmr wft ftr riTTm am grramrfmtm frimtmar mp tfrmr 1 

12 . mam wrmm i riant if Mfntat, am Mm % troftm 
tnft ar®r frimr warm mft tp^ fttft mr mrn^r ppttp mrmPRfttfrimt/ 
What aifMf aft sftmiiitT marm an rimrm tmai ft mftt srftat mart 
if wroftm warn a rmr, ftimm ft riimrrm maim nrm 5 'tft % mrrn 
faw ft ritirp iffftfMt aVir 1 

[riamr mm-35oi4(i3s)/82-mft"trm;.-lf] 

S.O. 28.—Whereas Messrs Motor industries Company 
Limited. Nasik Division, 75, M.l.D.C. Estate, Satpnr, Nasik 
(MH/12053), (hereinafter referred to as the said establish¬ 
ment) have applied for exemption under sub-section (2A) of 
section 17 of the Employees’ Piovidenl Funds and Miscella¬ 
neous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred 
to a* the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employee* of the laid e*tabli*hraent are, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoy¬ 
ment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of tha 
Fife Insurance Corporation of India, in the nature of Life 
Insurace which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefit* admissible under the Employee* Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the *nld 
Scheme) ; 

Now, therefore, in exercice of the powers conferred by 
»ub-iection (2A) of lection 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempt* the *ald establish¬ 
ment from th« operation of all tile provirion* of the nM 
Scheme for a period of three year*, 

SCHEDULE 

1 . The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such return* to the Regional Provident Fund Commis¬ 
sioner. Maharashtra, maintain such accounts and provide scuh 
facilities for inspection, a* the Central Government may 
direct from time to time. 
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2. The employer shall pay «ach impect’on charges rs 
the Central Government may, front t : me to time, direct 
under clause (a)‘ of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the 
taid Act within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Schem -. : r. Wr* r- v :‘cr nee of accounts, 
submission of teturns, .■ .cm: o'- i: .- premia, trtnsfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, 
as and when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient 
features thereof, in the language of the majority of the 
employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of 
an establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed 
in hia establrhment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life ‘Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6. The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employees 
under the said Scheme are enhanced, so- that the benefits 
available under the Group Insurance Scheme are more 
favourable to the employees than the benefits admissible 
under the said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
legal heir/nominee of die tmi loycc ns compensation. 

®. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval, of 
the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner. Maharashtra and 
where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the in- 
teiest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving his approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

9. ' Where for any reason, the employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the em¬ 
ployees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, the 
exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 

ft*. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of defualt, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the said 
Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of 
the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

[No. S-35014(338)/82-PF. Ill 

«io ?no 2 9 - 'Fax (Csrt) ftrftiH, 19 /a t, Hifc urn 
4§rar, tw: to 1307 , 1 (n^mur/i 1526 ), ft?7 

tuhtu smr wimr «ttt |) t TmiTft srfms War 
arft swH mnmj wftrffpm 1952 (1952 47 19 ) (ftrt *5% 
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7 / r -~t r .1 rr, : ^ 5 fj , 7 . j ; " 7 . 

uitf (sv) % sttr jz- fcnr sfih % Fr/ triHu ftrrr % i 

v'x m<7r,T '77 mr.UK st h"i | It 577 feti 

tthTiT, ft;?fr qafar srrrpTpr hr if nn*T -77 tft.R fV^rr f? 
vnt'i’h Him’ 5fi'7i Fr<n H rrjjtpt u.Ri fs.r t srtf '7' stur 
him % mr if nr-ft 577 xk ij tilt fit mUpfWT % tori $ 
tinri 5-r 777 H it stiItt if sit vr~ u ft?T7 rf"® 

®?fhr fer, i’s 7 6 (ftrt strif -rmt !sn|) 

% w«f,h 3 ^ 7 g, 

sfh., H 377 577 nftfTrR v: hk? 17 mr mrerm 

(2%-) grrr mra 5 rftc.Tr 77 snrt*r prof go suit mrus 
?r^[Tr;rr ftftfte spr7 % srttTr 75 % go, irw kth Yr efu 
H mr srnfu % ftn ^ ftr. % bT'_mrmtfr t wt-t <r sz 
Hr k 1 

1. 544 iW % fiTSFH if fatfrspp SftR'FE tffteif faftT 

strwn (3TEh§)Tt ^tri rai ifix fit x#9t cfhT 

fTfwvt ^ fitfr tjftuifi 4 tHi yfr Hs'h mm- 
frmr m: ft'ft’ss i ' 

2. frntsiT, fiif fftjfspjr jurpff set rrff-fr urt 4?t mnfFi % 

• 1 s fH % vf.-ert: tntnr vHt. aft ^ sfftrfthti €: 

am 17 m 543m (341) (<jr) v wfumo-mw Tt 

ftfW 4tt 1 

3 . Tnr % smTitru if, ftrtrv? sFci-k iTxvut 

SRT tsr SfTdt fHtftfflTf 4.7 3757 fP7i "iffTT, hiPT h fffTiT 47 
wim, hiinrf 47 wfixi, Firrsiw snircf w 57:7 |, 

11 rt iriT mfr 5741 m 757 - WW srf ft?4T ^nibn 1 

4. fTTFrp, TRmt skt m-rr arjtftftci 777 

Fffn % fimf sfr 7^ 5rfrT, pU -ciif uTf ttfrdh fpu r 
urrq;, 5ir ^ruifw T. ffftt crtt «Gi7;ft7T 4 ?: Tr tr.nr 

t 57#: Hlflt 77 77T74 % ^T7T-773r 77 

’ETTT I 

s. hf? Fif Tr TitfHiif trfteh fh'fsr 77 hr 

umr tnutfim F wTih , sz srm fwr ttttt tt ^ 7^ Dftj 
«err 75 % & xrzw 57 % ^7 if fmffftra fmfi htpt | at, 
ftrhEipE Wl^fpr 7'7T FEiR % 7T<1=7 FT t 5747 7TR 
Hr 41471 v'tx WTO 7"ifipPT RKHr T.77 RfiTF 

Wir H rftn Hti i 

6 . 7ft 57ci t€.' 7 % trsf.7 TRTfmrf 3-t TRij TiRt sraiH 

Hit | ?fr, MFm RPtjf^E TlRT 4TI7 % 7 EE77lf<7i' rt 

57333 77771 if Rr/TR ¥7 t hfg H 30% SURFfT 

ftWr Be *ElfHif47t % fcpr R.TtT FE.R % 7T6f 7 mpfSSi 

7777 57 -7>mf % RfHT RTfR H Tl 57cl % RU.7 

3T737 | 1 

4 ^ N 

7. HrT FPRT if ftlffl urn % fTt p vf', 7ft fmsri 

THRTtr 77 74 UT FPirr % FtfiR tlfth V71R 57 -^rf ^ 

71R t, 7ft TlRRtT 77 5R SRTl % 777 ^tef', 37T 57cl rT'R 
% trfl7 fftT iff, ftfttmE 7U?HT4T % ftftpE Uifmr/RlRftfftlTf 
H nfom-, % F7 t Hff fet! % wtr % tmu 47 rftfh 
4147T I 
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8 7 ff'fp. of tti ?%7 % 7977% % tff 7i 77t77, TltT?^ 

*[757 ffrfa sr.ifcf 7 |kF 7 % 777%77 % f7ir Tfr fTTt 

if Qifi *n7 7(7 f%7 79U77 % Tfl7i[\7t % f?7 <k afa^yr 
stott 7c% 71 771771 $fr, 757 7i7f%T 7f7C7 fnfe srr^fct, 
*i77f 777177 77 % I# WTfftTt Tit 777T ffe77>T PTO 77% 
H TpfTTTT *(4717 7*7 1 

9 7f7 f%7| ^,7777, 77177 % T77,7 V , 7T77 7 7 77 

7 7, fiT7 7> 571 7 71 7* 7 %, f%% 77177 7^% *177i 

7^1 f 77 n 7 qi 7S 7i% |, 71 ^7 7707 % 77 7 7t77Tf77( 7ft 
7 , 7 f 1 1 * % 7>(7? f%7 7 ff 7 7T7 |t TlcT |, 7t 7f Es7 

7^ 9 7. 777 | I 

10 7U f%7 ^|7777, f77r7T 77 f777 7(7 % % 777, 
7f 7KI 7 7 77 7 7l t777 f777 77, 7 f777 77 7717 77% % 
7777 7f7l t, *%7 7,f77f %T =7777 ft 7,% f77, 7171 | 7t, 
07 7? Wt 7i 777 I 

11 f77177 S17l 7 1777 % 77,7 7 f%7 7<i fell S7fl77 
<fil 75Ti Jr 77 JJ7 77?7% % 7r7f77ftlfd7t 7. f7ftt7 7ff<7t 7T 
7t 7f7 77 ©J 7 71 7f % 171 7t 777 771 7 % 7=777 fl%, 7t7l 
7777% % 77,7 77 7ft,77if7?7 f77%7T 77 ft71 ! 

12 777 P7PT7 % 777 % f77f3P!>, ?7 FF 7 % *17 7 *7% 
7l% f*>7 7717 7 tf?7 fl7 77 77% 171717 7T7 f7?M77t/ 
f7p77 7,f77% 7? 7 7717! 777 77 7717 717771 % *ftT 7c7T 
771 % 7(77 7 7 77 7,71 f777 % 7l71f7 7317 7 rt 7 117 % 717 
f77 % 7 77 7;f7f(T77 H?7t I 

[7®T1 77- 35014/348/8 2-~T (fTi- II] 

SO 29—Whereas Messrs Fenner (India) Limited 19/21, 
Marcharcifs Vice Past Office Box 1307 Botnbaj-1 (MH/ 
14526) hereinafter rotcrred to a the sa d establishment) 
have aopl ed for exemn on under sub section (2A) of section 
17 of the Employees f r , ident f unds and Miscel aneous Pro- 
vis'ons 4et 1952 (19 of i952) (hereinafter retried to as 
the sa d Act), 

And Whereas the Central Government is satisfied that 
the cn o'o/ecs Ot the said establishment are, without limbing 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, ,n tnjoy- 
n of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 
Life Imuran-e Co-norat! m of India in th* nature of Life 
Insurance which are note favourab’ 1 1 than 

fV btneffis admissible under the i ■» •* • ) irked 

1 1 irmce c he lie, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
S heme) , 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers confeired by 
sub section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act "P J =ubiect 
to th“ c nd n= <mer r 'e rl m th” Sclmd 1- ann‘ a x"d hereto 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said estab 1 
mmnt from the operation of all the provisions of th? said 
Q ch»me for a penod of th r ee years 

SCHEDULE 

1 The employer in relation to the said estabi aliment shall 
s bmp c rh reni ns to the Pegionai Pro\ dent Fund Commis¬ 
sioner Maharashtia (Bombay), maintain such accounts 
and orov 1 -e surh facilities tor inspection, as the Central Govern¬ 
ment may direct from time to time 

2 The employer shall pay such inspection charges as 
the C nt- 1 Go\ eminent mav, from time to time, direct 
"p J er rtpiwe (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the 
said Act within 15 days from the close of every month 

3 All expenses involved m the administration of the 
Group Tpsurance Scheme including maintenance of accounts., 
subrrirsion of returns pavment of insurance premia, transfer 
of a oup's pavment of inspection charges etc shall be 
rri-ne by the employer. 
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4 The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insu 

, me S h-rne as approved by the Central Government and, 
-,s and when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient 

a uie s txiereof, m the language of the majoiny of the 

nployees. 

5 Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of 
an establishment exempted under the s ,id A.t, i=» ep’pxoved 
in his establishment, the emp oyer shall mimed ately enrol 
him as a men bei of the Group Insu ance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the L,f~ Insurance 

poration of India. 

6 The employer shall arrange to enbrn-e the berefits 
available to the employees under the Group In uran-e Scheme 
appropriately, it the benefits avail ble to .he employees 
und-r the said Scheme a,e enhanced, so that the benef ts 
a a Sable under the Group Insurance Scheme are more 
tavouiab'e to the employees than the benefits admissib e 
under the said Scheme 

7 Notwithstanding anything contained m the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payibL under 'his scheme be l.ss than (he amount tnat 
would be pay.-b'e had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the dufeience to the 
legal heir/nominee o,. tne employee as com,r e ns. ion 

8 No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of 
the Regional Proud rt Furd Commis-icner, Mchar shtra 
(Bombay) and whcie any amendmi it is 1 kelv to affect 
adveisely he inffimst of the employees, 'he Regional Prou- 
dsnt Fund Comm =sion»r s^ali before giv.ng h s appro' al, 
give a reascnuole opportunity to the employees to explam 
h_ir point of view 

9 Where, for any rerson, the employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Jn c uiance Corporation of mdia as already 
Vop'ed bv 'he said establishment or ,he benefits to the em¬ 
ployees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, the 
exemption shall be liable to be cancelled 

10 Where, for any reason the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
Insurance C 01 poration of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be carcell d 


11 In case of detaolt 1 * arv made bv tne emplover in 
payment of premium etc the responsibility lor may men; of 
a sim ice ben°fits to the nominees or the leg 1 hems 01 encased 
members who would have been covered urder the sa.d 
S heme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of 
the employer. 

12 Upon the death of the member covered under the 

7 1’ ~m the cm'i-i , m -p t 1 m tl > spi 1 e ' hpubment 

=h 11 ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
17 m e e 1 e =’ 1 1 I r it = I 111 in c = within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

[No S 35014(348) 82 FF III 
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Urm % ff Ui{ J UK 9% <p»Nflprf U ftrq t 

ttrN to wT U xjftrF w-^sr $ Ui ww f-rUr €|«f rtcr 

wW, 197 S (fro pFt jtoi tor?!; tot g?r +'fr w; 5 ) * 

*tUr to? w-pisT t; 

v-i:, 3 r?r wto 7 , tot viupRu Ur ukt i 7 TO aw<r 
( 2 t) «n.r smt wftuUi to gropr toU 51 UN nr tor? 
w^jUr *t fhfafNar srUf U trstR x$U jq, tout wtr Ur wr 
■< rU *r w-rf* m Rq tot ?f R ~ tUf wiT' U tor U ^z 

m 11 

«?T* 

j. tor tour 4 arr if fNmF Hrifw wfUR fhtV 
wr^tr, JimiR (ztsrf) *,r ffi-r, f<R-rf°nrt UU<n UN UU Uft xU>rr 
m Enfrim U (Uv c{d tjfitwr tor f -t *rr Ur to£r 'ktoc 
tortow <r 7 Ps'Pror vN 1 

2 , f RT-r-i;, Nr fTCiunt nvriff to gmc *rrer to tt.N t 
is fUf U Urax totr fNu *r Ns.*t #<wx, tot wism'i 
Ur trrrr 17 4 s torto ( yz) U «fe (w) U mfR twhw? 
wz f-rftre: >p? 1 

3 TO],iipp Uw rNt % truim if, fsraU %wwfr to 
tot FRr, fNrNtnft to msj'T fwr frt, Urt stEfr to Ustu, 
Uartff to surer, fNwn srtrrct to UgR wife ni % jrt «T*r 
rnrr iipff to win fim-r-r sra Prnri r,wi , 

' 4 fUrr-spr, UUTp (ttoY xf’t -w w^rrlUf mtffjfF frur 
fi?r % flmf Ur qtr^fa, UK to toto thU Uffw* ftnn wrtf, 
TO to UUm Ur srfd tot ri 4RTf>Uf vs FtfUwjT TO toto it 
wto *rirff to tm<% tott-t % fror 95 r sr<tro sR-Tr 1 

5 . NU r>»rr w4^rt‘. Ur -ptotti FrtU to- m 

to<t mfw U trafR sror M f topr U> rNr fdtr wr 
•r^U ift wtot > toU -jRPr'r if fTUrfRjt fUnrr wrm % <ft, 
fromr Trr^fjjT U Rr tor U wrr U ft if tok tir jror 
TO VTTT *V TOC RTO R TTT-r rfrfTTT Vnrf'JT W TO URT 

Pm Ur TTTO TTOI 1 

6 , »rfa rto wrw * wsr 'rr4' , Tif< T n sit TOR*cr 

WTrt J Ur, PrUrw Tmjtipr v'm to.'t U tor ■rf-FfTOr Ut 

TOTOff T7PTSI if FJjfTO FT ft \fZ U. RrU VS »TOTOf SpNlT 
fTOU fU TOR.fFrt % fTO iTi*7^R 4 .W 1 Fri.R U TOR OTt'-S 
WH* TO WfUi U Wf«T TT-fPR ^f, Ut TTO TOtR U TO.« 
irUt f I 

7 WJ.ftn< “fA', TO P T Ptoi HTT U 5 R fT Ui, Tff fUU, 
sr^rirr Ur *[R to it isiW U tUIt tpUt tor to tor ir 
TO |, Ur TOTrtf O TO 4T1 U U3 t 5 R 1 , TO Wf ( TOT WR 
U uUr 5 'rTr trr, f>i</rw totoj v Wto TifTT/mTEHtiiW' 

TO STflTT U FT if FtUt TOR* U WTOT t TOR 7 1 TO FT TPTTS 
TUl7T I 

S. TT^f^P *RT TRR $r RRfsff if Utf Uf OTtTO, mUfttF 
TfUwT flffr STlflFIT T$I-TO£ V 5.4 H-ptTO U fTOT! T?f frq. 
sntrirr Utr wrrt f*rtf' U>'.i t tU-T rf 7 7t U f?*r to tPtot 

SOfTO TfU TO T'»TPTTI f‘1, TlSfirR tEtr frfT TlTOPT, TOTf 

w|Tr-TO ir x J TOiRfroV v> *fevK. tor th.^ ff 

Tpro^o vvt?: ?rr. 1 

j,. "N NU, to ttor, mm 3' TOTTiUr, totUt Urs 
T tTT- RTT Ft TO T.FfffR fRl TTOT U, fN% PFtTT T^T «mr 


[Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 

ijro & wUr t?t writ ?, qr ftr ttor U stfr to4riNto Ut 
»F 7 sN Tit <rzM fTOr trfir U to jfr Fitf t, Ur »t 

r^ f 1 rt TjriUr 11 

10. qf< fUUi TOTTOVT, pTFlTOT TO pRT 9 rF« U KRT, 
Ft FTTSTiJT W TO Uri fUTO faTO TO, TitTOTT FT -U^R TOT U 

h-ttopt x<pr I, UN TrfwUr Ur totto ?r xN* Nti ku, ^ rfr, 

srz ^ Ff Fr TTOrrr % \ 

11 , fTUtnpf: sm jfifVpnr ■f im *t far qw Nr sdUrw 
U> tti t to tja rrrw U Hr»rftFr«TfiUt ti Nftmr Wtl<*rt Ur 
Ut qfU Ttr sp t il irf UrUi rft tot ru U wUiUrr tftU, Urm 
<BTTlt U Umr FT TTOrifet fTOTTOtr TO fMT I 

1?. TOr wtt U UUt if frormp, kt pUt U «hr wfU 
RTt fWr TO Ur TJR ?trr TO TO*P {WT RT PUfuf'lTi/ 
fUf«F Rfirn Ur URifR <TO FT TO IT RTTJ.iT ir UN aUN 
?*n if tmUrr Urt frt Trr ir 4 rt*r wt jttr ?Tn U 

VIST NT U Urn 7 rjfnfTTO TOR I 

fUwr rt— 35014 / 349 /92—'fr#r(’Ts II] 


S.O. 30,—Whereas Messrs Walchandnagar Industries 
Limned, (Motor Jiansport), District Pune, Post Office Wat- 
ehandni:gar-413114, (Mahamshtra State), (MH/9124), (herein¬ 
after referred to as the said establishment} have applied for 
exemption under aub-section (2A) of section 17 of the Emp¬ 
loyees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 
1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act); 

And whereas, th c Central Government i» satisfied that 
the employee* of tie said establishment are, without making 
any separate contiibution or payment of premium, in enjoy- 
mc •: uf benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 
1 ife Insurance Corporation of India, in the naturo of Life 
fmurace whi b are more favourable to such employees than 
ihs benefits admissible under the Employee* Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the arid 
Scheme) ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
lub-section (2A) of lection 17 of thc «aid Act and subject 
to thc conditions specifio,] in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provision* of the uid 
Scheme for a period of three year*. 

SCHEDULE 

t. Tbe employer in relation to'the said establ’shment r-ball 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Commis- 
Moner, Maharashtra (BombayL maintain such accounts and 
provide such facilities for inspection, as thc Ctntral Govern¬ 
ment may direct from time to time. 

2. Thc employer shall pay such inspection charges a* 
the Central Government may, from time to time, direct 
under clause (. 1,1 of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the 
said Act within 15 day* fiom the close of every' momh. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, Irsnsfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc, shall be 
borne by the employer. 

4. The employer nhall .display on the Notice Board of 
thc establishment, a copy of the rule* of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme as approver! by the Central Government and 
• \ end when amended, ulongwith a translation of tb* salient 

•gui-s thereof, in the language of the majority of the 
employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
'.be Employee*’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of 
,<n establishment exempted under the laid Act, i* employed 
in bis establishment, the employer tball immediately enrol 
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i »s a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
neuesaary premium in respect of him to the Life insurance 
O iporaiion of India. 

<j. The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the C oup Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employee* 
under the said Scheme are enhanced, *o that the benefit* 
t ^cilrbic under the < . oup Insurance Scheme are more 
favourable to the employees then the benefits admissible 
under the said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than ihe amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
legal heii /nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8 . No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of 
Ihs Regional Provident. Fund Commissionei, Malta. asbtra 
and where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the 
interest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving hij approval give a reattfiiable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

9. Where for any reason, the employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Imurance Coiporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme are rerft*ced in any manner, the 
exemption shall bo liable to be cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the life 
insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of defualt, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment or assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs’of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the slid 
Scheme but for gram of this exemption, shall be that of 
the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee|legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

I No. S-35014(349 i/82-PF. II] 


TOfo Spa 31—ts^rrl rfr'cnxer tfIWT ftTOtTMftV?. TtT 
34 -JKnfd Ptrrrft Rift, TOtrft- 39 ,- (tr^ro^/is 099 !, 

(fstd ^trc> utn ivprqvr to,t $) % wtrftr 

fftftr wVt snrrft ottott tTfafftror, 19S2 (1952 to 
19 ) (fftft vtrft sro trfhr^ toji mrr to 

«rra 17 TO ttsttt ( 2 *) ft trrfw tj? fin TOftft far wiftew 
fitwr t 

wTt ftxfra tror.it to tnirsK ?r w fft tow wtot if. 
sgTOTOtf, few wt trf*rci n to ft,furor tot torra W< iron fr, 
mtftfir totot wr*rr froth ftV trrtf^s sttot tftra ft wtfra ft.ror 
ftnrr ft tot ft tor« tost t?j 8 ftV oft TOfTOftfti % fv. 5 
tot TO.prl ft tout: tottot \ TO tot) mar tr^ti tort 
197 6 (fsf¥r TOFt Ttft 7M”T TTT *ftW T£T TOR ft 
srtfra tot ft; 

tot , TOTiT *rtrot, toft sriftfftTR TO artr 17 to tcstti 
( 7T) J1TT T5TT WffnTO TO WbT -HTOtT TO 1 gtrft TOTT*ra 
w-jr(TO ft fTOTOTOr srftf % tolr t^ft ft, tow troth to TOt 
rof nir wrfft ft fin tto tost, it ft mfr wfft ft Rrok If tjr 
Sift ft 1 


SPfTSft 
* * 

1 tost troth ft krpj if fr-Thr* roifirn roftro fifn 
«tfjtit t>3tr r T to r?«v Pntprri rtu tfk ft : r ft to t^rr 
rrro fftt rr % fin ftftr TfffTpf tttt TtT/ wr iprrtr trwit, 

TTs'-TOTT Tf f.rF^er gr{ I 

2 FfTOror, if% fir^pir trxrrtf to irTt xfw to rrmfitT % 

15 ftr «F sfrdt rrarn wt trtrot, toto cfafroFt 

TO trftr 17 TO TOTGfTtT ( 3 T) T 3LT (v) % wjfiT 'T-Tt -TTrR 
rr PrfipT TOt i 

7 . ftou V. '.MTrrt if, fsrer^ irtit fwrmf 

TO tWT TOUT, ttTtFTTT TTf fitgrt fTOTf T.TT, 4WT tfifipFr TO 
W 4 iir, Rrovn to fat, war trwrtT to *rTtr wifir fir ft, 

1it* to. tr rnff TOtfi to frrinT4r srt ftrerr Tidtr 1 

4 . f-PTror, TOTbr trailt bto >ito tmtfirt tn^iljTO aVw 
tw nr % firnt to Rt Tit, tfrt toj tot'i ttt ffsrtjT four amt, 
xv ijtr tftfwr tff srPr trer turTrlttfr efr srjtfwr' to <rm if 

TtTTO ^9T 4Tcft TO W 6 [arf>l, WfiTO ^ ^T-fT R’t It TTttFlTO TO>T I 

s. TOf liitT tnf'Trti, sft TOiTitr xrfitro Frfa to m 
^xs: vftrfmFT v w,'t to: wto frorr totot-t to vfrx-t f-rfj to 
95 * ir totto ft, to rftt ttTTOt if brotFTOr iron totto. ft m, fror>rt, 
ttFjffP TORT PPht tRTOf % «T if TO.rTO_ T.T Jttd «f4 tTV'TI 
tfk totto •mm to' trot Tif-rT-r -sf. tt ifmr 

tfr-d 1 

6 W TOW TOFiTT "b tmhf TOTH.f-'tff "FT TTTOt TOifft « 6 ) 
TOd f tfr, ffrttw irraTt-r toto trom ftr traitf irtfTrfoff to 
TOTWiW TOTOt # tr^Nr-r st tr -jf^r to nff tototo »strir 
pgTOT fw tuWifttfr i’ ftro trr^flpr tort wot ftt wrbt 

TOTOt TOT TOmff ft 'crf«T URTTO ^1, Wt % TOiTT 

i 

7. Tffft «tr<r ft uFTf. dm % ftfft TO, TO? ftttff' 

TOtrorff to ^ Tt tot t*FfT ft tram tF%ff tror tot trot ft 
ura ft, ftt TOTTOtr tot tot TOirr ft ftfcr ffftr, <ror to? tow tamr 
ft W3TT ftftrr ftr, Prarrop TOTTitr ft ftrffre »rr fttr/Vr*rfft-ifffcr'fr 
TO tRiTOT ft WT if ttftf TSfTftf ft TTOX ft TOTTO TW TO tfirt 
TO.tT I 

8 rmjfftttt ft RT tftor ft TOrmff ft fti? ft[ ftufVsp:, 

vrfw rftfft TO^ttr ft 'jft tr-jftm ft fftr. rrift fftm 

wtrar wfr ffttft tfvftsrr ft TOftTOptftr ft ffrt to tFttoft tnmr 
■mft ftf tnmRT ?r, TCtJrtfw firTti wr^ror, tmr 
tflTOt 4ft ft yf TOTTTfrftf ftt qrtf tFiftftr tift TOtft to ijfftrr- 

^Ttf sprat TOT I 

9. ufo pp'ftr rFrcTt,,-, txrrtfT ft t, trrtrfra totot ftim 
fftet to tot tn^fiiPF ftrro tftra ft, Lift mprt ut-tt ^to 
ft wftm trff t? ^Trft to vt wra ft trtr.tr VRir.Fttft ft) tetr 
«rtft nit RTntft ffttn trfft ft *tra iff Tift t tfr nj tfr -as ftv to 
*mi; 81 

10. no; fVtfr TOtwrr, ftniTTC tn from trrtrw ft tfrtrc, 

ftt »nvf-rr ftnrr' ft ,ft Ftrf firntr v?, toFttot to xfitra tot% ft 

TTrTTOt tg-TT Tift TOfittfr ftf TOTO1 ft! Tfift fet TOtTT ft ftl, 

m tf to to mrtfr 11 

li- era 'ir.Rst ft mnn ft iV?s.x ift-ftf 

ftr frsrr ft jpr wsraft ft TOtrfftftftrfhftt to fftnrt mfryfl ftl 
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41 3l7 3n yS 7 Cl <G CkTi 31 37 7 3&l3 7 3-TT3 <jTt, 3i3T 
77mv,i -i> 3, 4 -.'i 3vTC7i13va 177i74* 97 i||3i I 

12 3t7 *3l77 7 337 7 ffRlTT, 53 77.-T 7 5fET <7 3|ft 

9 3 1,7 T 39?9 7 «Jc$ <W 73 331> 579R 71 if t931 «t[33T/ 

I4Y93 7’, l v7t 9>i 7 -tV£3 773 77, 3319 777771 % 5117 JR93> 

7711 3 3t<3i9 7i39 3 3i {733 If 9,3lf9 7713 TfiTT 1(13 % 3|9 

tcffr % 3 37 3)3i?99 77791 i 

[3©Tl t£€- 3 5 014/ 3 7 2/ 8 2- TfoirtB-U] 


i U 34 —Wnereis vlessis Oriental Power Cables Limited, 
Lai-ng i cum, ,4, v-hiiaiiai a l Cfiiv ji Maildu’j Jlurg, Bom 
toy iy, Uui/loU99X heiemaii-i retwued to as tne said es.ab- 
Lsnment.) have appi wu ioi evwmp ,_.n unuer subsection (2A) 
q. secuon 17 ot ule Cmp'Orccs Provident 1 unds and Mis¬ 
cellaneous Piovisions Awt, 1952 (19 cl 19e2) (neiemafter 
interred io as the said Act), 

And whereas thw Genual Government is satisfied that 
tns employees of the said estaolishment are, without making 
any separate contubdUni oi payment ot premium, in enjoyw 
mwnt ot ben.nts under the Group Insinance Scheme of 
die Life Insurance Goiporation of India m the nature of 
Lne Insurance witch aie moie favourable to such 
employees than the leuefits aamissibie under the Employees 
aJ-pOsit LmLec. Instance Scheme, 1976 (heieinarter reierred 
to as the said Scheme), 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub section (2A) oi Section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions speuu d in the Schedule annexed here¬ 
to, the Central Government hereby exempts the said estab¬ 
lishment from the operation of all the provisions of the 
said Scheme for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1 The employer in relation to the said establishment 
sh'U submit such returns to the Regional Provident Eund 
Commissioner, MahaiashTa. maintain such accounts and 
provide such facilities for inspection, as the Central Govern¬ 
ment may direct from time to time. 

2 The employer shall pay such inspection charges as 
the Central Government may, Lorn time to time, direct 
under clause (a) of shb--ection (3A) of section 17 of the 
said Act, within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3 AH expenses involved in the administration of the 
Groun Insuran-e Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
suomission of returns, payment of insurance pie-ma, transfer 
oi accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employer 

4 The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group In- 
sui-nce Scheme as approved by the Central Government 
and, as and when amended, alongwith a translation of the 
salient features thereof, in the language of the majority ot 
the employees 

5 Whereas an employee, who is already a member of the 
Employee.,’ P-ovident Fund or the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, <s employed in 
h s establish nent, the employer shall immediately enrol him 
as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium m respect ot him to the Life Insurance 
C-ipo -t.on of India 

6 Ihe emp'oyer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
av ilaole to ihe employees under the Group Insurance 
S.heine appropilately, if the benefits available to the em¬ 
ployees under the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the 
benefit available urder the Group Insurance Scheme are 
n ore favouiable to the employees than the benefits admis- 
s'ble under tne said Scheme 

7 NotWi hstandmg anything contained in the Group In¬ 
surance S heme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable bid employee been covered under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
heir|nommee of the employee as compensation. 


[Part II- Sec. 3 (h,] 


8 No amendment of the p,ovisions of the Group In- 
suian-e Scheme shall be maue without thw pr.or a pi oval of 
‘he Regi-nal PioviJem rund Commas in r, lira, a asm a and 
wbeie ary amendment is likely to ariect adveiseiy the lrteiest 
oi h- employees, tne Regional Provident Tunu C ommissioner 
shall before giving his appioval, give a reasonable opportunity 
to the employees to explain ‘heir point of view 

9 Where, for any reason, the employees of ihe said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered under the Group Insuunce 
Scheme of ihe Life Insurance Corporation or India as 
aheady adopted by the sud establishment, or the benefits 
to the employees under the Scheme am i educed in any 
manner, the exemption shall be liable' to oe cancelled 

10 Wheie, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
nremjmum etc within the due date, as fixed by ihe L»+ v In¬ 
surance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled 

11 In case of default, if any made by the emjdcyer m 
payment of premium the responsibly for payment of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of de-eased 
members who would have bean covered under the sa d 
Scheme but foi grant of this exemption, shall be tnat of the 
employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered untcr the 
5 heme the employer m relation to the said e<4 b i hment 
shall ensure piompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and m any ca e within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life In¬ 
surance Corporation of India. 

[No. S 3 5014(372)/82-PF Ill 

Wo 3tro 3 2 -479 So %o (7‘T?/ 

b^To wfo 3 o tf o, c?l T S rfo 7, \ l STp, vi .33 

17T-19 (START'S/15871), (fst% 53*1 53% <P!T 9 339 
wm, 77F |) ft TSTTifi 7f%?T ffrfsr ste jit 7 ttttj 
srftrffnrc 1952 (1952 37 19 ) (fall 57 b 53 % 9433737 
3trtrf393 791 |) srrct 17 3h 37917 ( 297 ) % asfft 

37 71% % fvrer 3,757 fipif, 

TiT STisW ft »wr I f% tPrcT TO % 

TTTiT', frtf %rr«I7i7 Ti TiflTiriT ^7 r 37i7 f^rcr ^, 
'4TCT7 ^TftflTiTf f‘T'i‘T % WJ * Tfqa 

sferr T TT if TR? T5t | Sflc 7% TTT KTt % f*fT 7 

• TTiT? ST TTTTt it TrfERi | of) 

1976 (f7r% 13% 7?7icr 737cT ^ »Wi |) % 

WtflT Tf| 57747 

ST5T, %fS4 fnTTT, TTd wfafaiET # STRl 17 ‘J'TSfro 
(27) gTTi S7W ^TtSft 7f 3T7T*r 77% p Uf TT 75 
5f7f7 ^ f7r7l%«S TTcff % 5TET 7 777 *7177 7T 7 7 

77 7i W7ftT % ftTs 7a7 ?7 7 % 37 377'3I 7 3737 
^3i | I 

3777'f 

O f\ 

1 377 RrF7 % 317-3 3 f7hr77 7171^7 'Tf'T'T' f%fsr 

3 377, 33 ITS 7* ^3 f77Tf37l 3%i *,17 c 71 

T7T 7 fi-fr 33 gf7aT4 T3 7 777 7 f %-a 3 3t7T < 333- 

333 ffTf% c 5T 77 I 

2 fTTtSRP, C& f7< Stij 7 y c 37 73 7 33'fe3 % 

15 f?7 % 3133 3313 7%u 3t %3 3 33717 373 3faf733 7i 
9KT 17 7? 333TT! (37) % ( 7 ) % 33 7 333-373 77 

f3f3«S 7R 1 

3 3 3%T %3F 3713 % 33137 3, f%3% 7-773 #SfT*ft 
7T T7i, f333f%ft 7T 35^7 f73T 7T7[ 3 3T 3 fiW7 7T 
37t3, T^RTt 7T 57737, ffR 5T7 33KT 7T 3?i3 ittfe 31 

713 331 =73T 7T 7f7 f73t77 5KT f77T TTTffi I 
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4. ffTir^rH, $*ato TTF •* ffiTl W tHHlfifT FVijfT'P 4 H7 
+T % TmTRT Pi' up TtEt, HT T H5f tpiT 7-7 H *07131 f=F'R I, 1 *, 


ur n pjfrai t hPt pit ^ v nn *r 

Tip; Tfpr; 7 flf EfT, 'if.-TllTf, 47 *( 71 l 711 HP HlfTI TITTl I 

5 . tiF Tiiii, afr pi mi' 'dfrcr fibT Pf nr 
m wfafim 47 pet ~, vti irr^Ff fnfc imrnr pi if'-rm fife *rr 

HUS % VF~ %, 1*7 ?7 ?'<r tn ii' (■ mfiTl flW 1 ni t 'Lb 

frimr tt-iIpp i r, , rpm itr 17*7 % tut rr 'jim HiTr 

!FT 1779, IK J(f,,7| STlTT v-f 1J<fP IT IHTR HI 734' Hf 11 1,17 
frTprr 5(71 77*7 q.-T-f! I 

fi ife V'7T 7-<7 if P HI 1 *K^ 1 fi-lfl 17T 71W H7TG IftTF 

nrft ft' ftt, fftiijnr h^Lps hi, *ith % hji viiffirr wt 

j'l r_ l7 j (ppm,! jy ’Tirf'T H if ^7 ^ i- 7‘ 'if n 7(7, mTFT7 HTTIt 

fWt fftt Timlm 4 r [77 Hijfipn i in *v i % wi tww 
'fiirS n htwtt tr nunr tq^i p,r, nit nr f.t.i 4: h3.i ni¬ 
si | i 

7 ~ qftj-p sfi^Ti *t, i ?i fftw mi 4? ifr-r jj"' i, ifa faffi 

T 7J.-^ qr irq CT7 7T 47 41-T 7 IT ff Tf-T 71 TpT % 
*1 |, It PHI 7 PI 7JT :-q-, 7 , r :-v , 77R Cl Jl'T % 

*W5T STTTi tfl, R^lTTH T7-TT Tf 4? RPi 17 HfnffnK’ Vt 

JrfTTTTr % *T ii Till T4T>l : t v Kfrm: I7 gf,jIT Tq;^ qrf 111(71 
»t7>*lT I 

p. 7T (jfsi-7 if IT, T T , ".q T “1171,iff ii nt if ft l r J7T, !K?fi7n? 

irffTTr Pffj 'diipTT tit;" f Rt % [jr? ?ffr fti-ti 

3Tl rI fi Hit 71^1 felf TTiTTITT f TT^TTiFl'li f frit it Slftft hhth 

ift f Tfuri'Ti' ffr, arsTUnfpTP iTf'THf f-rPr »mr h> 

Tfltt ii f 71 ®T THlfl'-Tl qfr H7t) 7(r?r 77 qfiftT- 

^tt Htrnr ?qr i 

9 . uri fnrtr ttttiu-t, wnw 77 HtTnr, H,-)ifr7 HtJR %t 
ffttt qrr 77 Jintfinr nti'-t 47, firir T Ti77 7ft *mr ^ 
ft Haft nrff T7 tPl ft, 7f It T|7i‘7 % HTIm '"t-lf-Hi Tift 
Hint ftri trf 77 ti firtr tr'i 7 7:7 ,-jr ‘Trt ft, tr 77 m 

fl rr TiTTi' ft 1 

10. 7 ft fttfi fftrirtr it Pttt trfns 77 ifrtt, 

Tfr Hivtnr hcht Pttt Pr-rr ^rr, ffitt hi tti't HT-ft Jr 
Httrr ^-fr ft, xi\r 7(friii' fr HfT'n f' tit fttr 'tiair | trt, 

ft qr' uK ■'7(771 11 

11. Ifir-nr spt iff771 =p -ttt r i fit 77 fw tHfriTH 
tti- turr if in iTtoff ^ MiitfriPwi-tr nr ftfip Tif-tTl ft 
sit 7ft h; vii 7 f 7 ^ ?ttr tfi tir =5, r p to m ^ir, atnti 

TiTTTt 77 VfTPT 77 "ttmiftct ftqiTTT 71 Z n < I 

12 177 PT7R f trfl Jf f’HNT, ^7 if 7 > H’JOl Hfif 
Hf'fHfTi TOT7 fi TJF7 fjti T* 7'f;7 TTHP 7T7 frfflffufi/ 
ff£r 77 7 ,f' 7 f fl HltriqTti' Xtrt 771 T F ,|7 Hfraafr ?r ft! !!%• HKTi 
t HivT 7,37,77,' HiHT fiR f 7H;5T,r <‘,11 «P ITi3 

fcr f H'liV 5tMa"'17 HlflT I 

, [7^777-3 501 4/373fs2-'TU’7 l tl'U] 

, S.O, 32—Whereas Mesrrs T, It. Slccl Trdnslries (Trivate) 
Limitc.d, M1DC, Plot No. 7, D-l Block, Chinchwnd, Poona- 
19, (MII/15S71) (hereinafter icfcned to ns the said est)b- 
lishment.) have npnlte.l for e\e-nntion under sub sec ion r2A) 
of section 17 of the Emnlovees’ Pro-idant Funds and Mis-el- 
lr-neoin Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter refer¬ 
red to as the said Act); 


And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that lh» 
employees of the said establishment are, without making any 
separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Gioup Insurance Scheme of the Lifo 
Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life In¬ 
surance whidi are more favourable to such employees thun 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the condit ons specified in the SCHEDULE annexed here¬ 
to, the Ccntr.! Government hereby exempts the said estab¬ 
lishment fiom the operation of alt the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit su h rctn ns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, MabamslPra < Bombay) maintain such accounts and 
provide such facilities for inspection, as the Central Govern 
ment may direct from time to time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. A’! expenses involved In the administration of the 
Gioup Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of 
ucconnfs, submission of returns, payment of insurance 
ip-cmit); transfer of accounls, payment of inspection charges 
etc. shall be borne by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, as 
and whep amended, along with a translation of the salient 
fc.uuit3 thereof, in the language of the majority of Ihe cm- 
p’oyces. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees' Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of 

* aa et Ldblishucnt exempted under the said Act, is employed 
in his edabb'hment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
neceisai-y premium in respect of hint to the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

C The- employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group. Insurance Scheme 
appiopriaGly, if the benefits available to the employees under 
lb? S’id SUmme are enhanced, so that the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favourable to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be lc«s thari the' amount (hat 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference • to the 
legal heir/nominee of <he employes as compensation, 

8 . No amendment of the provisions of the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval 
of the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Maharahh'ra 
(Bombay) and where any amendment is likely to affect adver¬ 
sely the interest of the employer, the Regional Provident 
Fund Commissioner shall before giving bis approval give a 
reasonable opportunity to The employees to explain their 
point of view, 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said es¬ 
tablishment do not remain covered under the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India 
as ftlready adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits 
to the employees under this Scheme are reduced in cny 
manner, the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer falls to pay 
the premium et’. within the due date, as fixed by the I ife 
Insurance Coruontion of India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11 . In case of default, if any made by the employer In 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of as¬ 
surance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of 
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deceased members who would have been covered under ihe 
said Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that 
of the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered tinder the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the receipt of the sura assured ft cm the Life In¬ 
surance. Corporation of India. 

[No. S-35014(373)/82-PF. HI 

Wto Wfo 3 3.—ffarT TfRlTO fsT^I^TT 

i, fftjtoi Fjte, Hwrcrwr-7i, (wftn toet/s 137) to toft 
39toto<>Tnr, *ns, (tow mtif/iss) to fero 
•trrtttrHT (fftft mft tr»rft hto wm ®bfr w ?) 
ft Ttrpnfr toro ftrfisr to spfnif tosrt erfafnir*!, 1957 

(1932 PT J 9) faff Hffff 'PTlTf TO3 arfafftnff ATjjr tRi'l f 

"ft ttm '17 ft) jrom ( 3 =®) ft wto tj? to to ft f^rt? 
tom tort $ ; 

trh ftfffftr tr:rr to TOrsrm ;fr w £r fa to totto 
% mfaiyf, farff tfsrp wfpxro m tfrfftrff to toft fftft tor 
gt vrraffqr toft stint fim til tntjfrfP tor w?m ft srtor 
iffm frtrr ft tro ft pitI toi Hf | to. ftft ^.ifarf-ror ft 
fan t? prTi to mro it torn sejuft $ oft TOfarnf Pwr 
torrwftn, 1970 (faft Arft Afft mwiq; ttto toT: 
tor t) ft ndN tj^ wffto K ; 

tn:, fttor trrtrpc, 'to torfftro ft umr 17 ftf =mt?r 
(•2P) rrer gut rrhtt'ri pr ato irSt "" to tor ttoto 
<r^-Cl ft fftfftfto PP=fT ft toff ngft %<r, rm «rm to to 

Tf iff Rtffct ft faw *TOff p ffff) TOT'fff ft TOTO if fS ftSTf 

I I 

"TP* 

1. trrpr ripet ft nwptr if ffttonr mftbrtr torro fftfarnwr 
qfTytt an.A to ftftf fftrefato ftftrr to oft frar T*<rr 
faton ft fto to gfftsnft tor ito to toto tr-iPit, 
^ppt-tPTtr to fafito pY 1 

3 . ffttoprr, ftft Prflsptr pvtrff Pr arfp npr pi rrmttrt 
ifr is to % efto iptR Pttrr w 'Utfirt vtcpr, ^pt ttfhtorr 
iff pnr 17 Pf namrfr (jp) % ms (p) p xrdi-t ttmt-fftpr 
<R f'tRsj pY I 

3 - *fR[to sffpr Fto p rrvnmr if, ftop wrttP 
pr upt TrrtT torPpff pr Jft^r Ptrpr 'Jftrr, <><rr hrfhJjTt pr 
rtor, nhuTOt pt wsrrtP, fhff'srir jrvrrrl pr ttor vrrftr sff |, 

rfr®r nrrff prtff pr Prtfiarp mr fPtr prifirr 1 

4 . fatfraP, •uT'-r rrvprt; tiRr ppn'fto -tr.^fftP «rtn, 
wftsr "(r torft pf >fp aft, tiT era qrft Tt> thrfm fVpr qn?, 
tfaf tjrf tiarmt <ft afrr twr psFrrtor iff tjmrtt pt tmr if 
pripf h,pt «rmf pr xrfHir, rttrj % gprrmt rctifift Ann 1 

b- itPr p'rf f*rrr pppra, At P^ftff vttor fynr pt pt 
0pt 'tffhftTn p n aft rj-r apt ton nwm pr vrtot Prftr 
Pr mjA tjf ntw rtp pto if torprr fetr armr ^ bt, 
toto nnrf^r; afar rton.% trrt p pt Sr Am n.n rmr 
pjf pm hYh ^iwft snrr tnPWP sfAnrt vn\dfT wn trt, 

ton pt traHt Ptm i 

e- pft wfw % mfn Pgntof pr vrraw pto 

wfft[ artf 5 rff, totirp tir^fljp itor rfr-t t rrtfhr psFfrffTt 


fr-rit ftr p-fprfrpf p ft" rn^Rjir affirr hpVjt p wtfr-t Tftm 
PT 4 X dt Wtlf it Wfuj; 'TJP'T tl. Pf PPt tfir-T ft wtfM 
W-^iT f I 

7. nnjtinr pti rprt ft fr^r art fr gtff grr rft, <[> toft pft. 
‘•TRf pr sjq t< tfpr w P papt nTr hp'p to tut ft Pt 
$, A PtYrAr pr to m >f tffit jfrrft, to p^ m ton 
p pif.rr grrr m, totar.. tPtprvft p fftftrP PtfTq/tttfirtMf 
«r Hf-m ~i~ to ft «m rpftr p vtr p pct-: tto p, ton 
pfm 1 

8 - tirnfirp fttm Efrrir -ft mto ft ptf ftf town, nirft’rt 
tlftwr ftfr atrjTOnttor tv'fr P 'jft wtritirr % tor <r$ ton Ptftnt 
tft ej-r toft ftifpr-t ft Rjnrfr-ff ft to m 't!tp<t nnr=r nrft 
■ft mmnr rft, torto iTfN^r ftftr arr^in, -amrr TOftm 
nft ft r tJ PTtrfrnr ft nrtr ^psyprn pr; nft pr ^n.'jpr 
nnfR- tor 1 

9. rrfr Prftr PirtTf, RTH ft pft^Rt, nR3f'T IHt 
*ffit tor ftr 7 t rTiTf^rr ftrnr torn ft, tor ruto nifft intt 
Ttn % nto r it xft ntf ?, n ?n fto ft p trt to total 
pr sra-t to tot Prtf tor ftrn ft to fit arrft % at a? 

t? ftr tt »rtoi ft 1 

10 . tot fftnf PT<TO*T, H'ltip to tod toft ft sffjR 
ftr •♦.T’to am -fttr frat ftrt to, ftrfim pr tram irtft 
t n«P-T Tfttr ft, i»rr nrftof pt s)Tpt ^t to fun trar i 
A v; ftf arr nrrfr ft 1 

: 1. r'tftr-Tp ttm m.nm ftr 4414 -r to nt^ toff 
»afto.-T ft, <nr ft 3<» <{ti rtTOT ft mt fftfr-riflftf nr 
tftfftp arftnf Pr ftr nft at rar t -n -i {\ sr ft tr tor 
ft wpfto to, <fidr pr«r -ft ftna >., mr Ett frito nr 

tof 1 

12 7 v,t f-tmt p irdu t ft ft -tp tt t ftrt p *rto 
xtrft rrft iftnr traro ftr »jtt art tt t rft tat7 a,t r tiN.rtftf/ 
fnfftp ttf< 7 TT «i nitr-fd hut pt tntn crererr ft to n?fp 
t,rrr ft r tRctta ftfft titi lYit t atTii-.i v?t am ?;rf P 
tito to ft to< sjrto »Tf pti. 1 d 

[•to 'i r r-ja9i4/j;4/«2-nr* "R-Ilj 

S.O. 33.—Whereas Messrs Indian Aiummium Company 
Limited, 1, Middleton Street, Calcutta-71 (WE/RE-5137) and 
ils Factory at 39, (j. T. Road. Bclur Math. Howrah, (WB/ 
1K5) (hereinafter rdrerted to as tne said establishment) have 
applied for. exemption under sub-section (2A) of section 17 
of the Employees’ 1’rovident Funds and Miscellaneous Pro¬ 
visions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter reierreo. to as the 
mid Act); 

And wh it lis, the Centr. i Government, is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, - without making any 
separate comribution or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the Life 
Insurance Co, p,nation of India in the nature of life In¬ 
surance which ate more favourable tp such employees than 
the benefits adnn siHe under the Employees Deposit-Linked 
Insurance SMieme 1976 (hereinafter referred tb hs the said 
>S theme); 

Now, theicforc, in exorcise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the SCHEDULE annexed 
hereto the Central Government hereby exempts the said 
■vd.. :'ft‘.r.;ent from the operation of all the provisions of (ho 
red Scheme for a period of three yeais. 




[<Ti« II- 3 (ii)] -.ira rvyiurof 


SCHEDULE 

1 The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to tbe Regional Provident 1 urul Com¬ 
missioner, West Bengal, maintain such account rind provide 
such facilities for inspection, a s the tential Government may 
diiect fiom tirpe to tune. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection ch.upes as 
the Centul Government mat, iiom time to time, duect 
under clause (aj of sub-section <3A) of sect,on 17 of ihc said 
Aci, within 13 d-Vs ftom the close of eveiy month. 

3. Ali expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including mnmienun.ee of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of Insurance premia, 
transfer of accounts, payment of ij psclmn charges e’e 
shsrtl be borne by the employer 

4. The employer shall dmpl y on the Notice Beard of Iho 
establishment, n >.opy of the j tiles of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as appioved by the Ccntial Government and, as 
and when amended, alonv with a translation of the salient 
lLC'ufea thereof, in the Kipp.iiag-' of the mujoxllv ot the 
employees. 

5 Whereas in employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees’ Piovjdent Fund or the Provident Fund 
of n estflblishment exempted under the said Act, is em¬ 
ployed in his •8'uiblishnicni, the i mploycr shall immediately 
enrol him as a member of the Group Insutan e G htme 
and pay mecessary piemium in r vcct of him to the life 
losuittnce Corporallon of India. 

6 . The employer shall anange to enhance tb- benefits 
available to the emp 1 oye^s under the Grp-ip Tc-itrance 
Scheme appropriately, if the benefits available to the em¬ 
ployees under the said Scheme an* enhanced, to that the 
benefits avsilntile under the Group Instuanco Scheme a-e 
more favourable to the employers thr.n the benefits admis¬ 
sible under the said Scheme. 

7. Notwith.Landing anv'hing confined in the Group In 
nurance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under ih s schema be 1c * than the amount that 
would he payib’e had employee been coveted under (he 
raid Scheme, thi empGspi 'ball pay th' differfe* to *b • 
bgnl heir/norrince of ihe emrlnyre ns compensation 

8 . No ‘lmcndmcn* of the pro' isions rf the G onp Jn- 
rurance si heme shall be made without the pr.or appiovd of 
the Regional Rtovidcnt Fm-1 rnmmi'siore , V'rs 4 P.-rv"! and 
wheie any amendment is likely to affect adversely the in¬ 
terest of the employees, the Tt'E'onnl Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall hefore giving his 'pnrovid, give a reasonable 
opportunity to Ihc emplnces to explain their point ot view, 

*. Where, for any reason, the employees of Ihe said esta- 
bh'shme t da noi n main covcrc! md't the O'mip Insurance 
Scheme of the life Insuunce Corporation of India as al- 
-eudv adopted b\ the smd e»t d lisbmrnt, or the benefits to 
the emplnvecs under th ; * ’Rheme me induced in anv 
manner, the exemption shall be linHc to be -ancclled 

10, Where. for any reason, the employer fills to pay the 
premium etc. whhin the due date, as fixed by the Life Insu¬ 
rance Corporation of India, and the poLcy i" allowed to lapse, 
the exemption >s IRb 1 ’ to be cance’led 

It. In case of default, if anv m-de by die employer in 

payment of p-rmium the responsibility for payment of 

assurance benefiis to (he nominees or the Kga! heirs o' 
deceased members who would have been covered under the 
si.i'd Scheme but toi grnrt i ' tin's cxcmp'isn 'hell he that 
of the employer. 

11 . Upon the death of the rn'-mber coi’crrd linden the 

Scheme the emnlu>rr in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt piyricnf of the sum assured to the 
nomine' 1 /lens' heir- im'ith ,1 fpr It and in anv case within 7 

days of the leceim "f ihe sum nssur.d f,om (he T ; fe In- 

■'nr. nee Corporation of India. 

[No S-35014 374)/82PF, Hi 
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win arre 34—1^ guff^r qifffoR, 33 / 1 , t^s, 

TOlTOTOjr 'gT7P7-l&:0J3, (TOU 5!^fr/3 0 5 5 ), fRR ?RR 
4 pf. ip-ad tft rrm tojt if nfhwi fnf& iftt 

ry.vI tups xrittffnr.r, 1932 (1952 to 19 ) 

TraH Tiff wfjfaw flfT TOR £) 't)1 «rm 17 tfl TWO ( 2V.) 

•1 JPH W ftF> TOR St fay WTOI fatm TOR 

cfa forR rrtr gn fnrfNTT it mrr $ ftr w wm 
if toftoto, furor 'jw nfTOnh m s'iItotot to win f-po firm ft, 
TOTOrR fiTOt > 4 ,mi fTOTR rnvjfirx 4 .FF tViFI % Will'd 
4 .qr *fr vq h 'trub srr v| \ wtr >~m Ffis'iftFt «fr fbrtr ^upiJ 
if wonr rv i hd | yfY "Pgspfr km’t mpa drur r^lrr, 
19?6 (Fur w«i ?trV ay-pq 4s.,h tfgr irm |) * wtrrn 
xvg w^sfn 

wn , tropT, itto wfefiFFr ’it srra 17 Tf (oTtnri (2ip) 

3 TO IPIfT Slfnnh ffd ITfifiT FTT Jff wV, tt'T 'TOafS wypyft 

if Idf^rgis: SRlt % wfe Vip fir, -3VT BIER T?t tf)TT Ti vt 
mtn % Rpr Firm % mr ijnsoji % srnthr & ^ 

|i 

*V 4 TVf 

1. TT-1 FTPFt If; q-rnrs it frrviiTTO Sflf/mr wfVn flftt Wl^PT 

uss «st 'iff' fhvtfnrar whtnr wh nil /Fur fspt uto 

t-TFtrS % ftpr HWt 47^11 31t WtR ITOCR, WRH- 

FflF TV fht'nxv Vs I 

2 fdTivrv-, pr fateftm nwrcf <pi sp">f urn «rr vnnf^r 

^ 15 fsd ^ tr nr Rtyrr ipl i r Ryf.it TGi T y, sftr wfothm 

it sm 17 n’ttmr (jt) % (w) Rt wahr iRu-irw 

r n fhf •t'z <ri 1 

: FiijrfA s m s'ip; f iri.r.rtF, fmv rlfiitthwiwifiT wr 

SilTO, iVodvifl gt, fTII 'SiTT, tflBi SrffFiR vti VfdTfl, 

•hwiCi vt frrr t,pn spirit' f, vf.y wrf»; xr % fjr-r rir Rift 

• iwi Ifii t'lfiT? IKi ,'fWf 1 

4, pRUPP. gffe.sj rn.W.r 3Fi 4R ^PJNlffrT Vrpjf^ifi fWt 

fi, n Rr f-Rtfi fi ,"t trrb, wf ss v*"i TRif vrsfRid ftmt 9 rTff 

r-m vnt uvi'PcR fr yf-i trdi ■inr'vrf' ri ft ft Srpixm x?r sm if 
Tnfh wTfr Tr wpris v T nr-r f *>,^-15 ir ssfire vriit 1 

b. Tfb n',s f.tn ft fR’r-r nfcR f-rhi hi 

bgn wf&ffWR % rpffR IW frffr VRRrr «ft wfhR Nftt V(( 

yft H t*t% fitot r fTftfRn ftro Rim $ til, thfitRU 

^tirFfR; fimr rf Rt hsw % %n r HRfi mh 53m t* g>sm 
\'\X TvTOt 4143 W1T7TF R ffiFT. V,iW,H fcFT tflFf (■FFt ft 
»revt Sfpi 1 

6 filf 7W PfiV % wfffi WNibRl ft rarwrtf 'finf 

muntUrr 5 ft, f-PtlrtTF vyrujfgRV fntT FwlR % Wtffi ’Rt'Tlftql 
rrt - TO F’J V,BP;'f R Rjfrn ITT R sff TOR VI WRI4T sr?iIT 
fhRpfy ftp iFRvrrfVlfl if; ffn R fqT TOR * WlftR mPTWI 
nmtV mi gimt % wfw fff, r’I "Ttfi rTtr % wtflrr 

WRfin Jf I 

7 mtjTfFr V TO Fthq R ftpr. XIIR ^ xfr, Rf4 fwtfr 

osr.T TO IJR Tr^W TOR % WR RR’I sTOT TOf TOFR & 

Fit sfrit^rof. tot wi fr ifr-f., w 4 ? tor vtor 

ffronr nt, f-thtrop ’Vi4to’ 8 ^ fhfmr TOf'R/TOhPreftint 
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flfn'rt t tt >t MTr % tft? % irijr mnr nrr hAit 
qtMU i 

e. wjjfip? tTf vm % 3wuf if qfi'lw) tmrar, Rriftrr 
Hf^ ftE wr^-l R3T J)iw % *p W'TSJKJT % f*K( ^ifadR 
^rrfTTrr cftr rrgr fw limuT tr WTitwrifc fgd Tt afa^T 
stmT mw * ctpttt ?r, Tift RGlw vrftxn fa-fa ffiTfd, 
w-Rr tfifaYw fa tr *0 sprrr 5fer>r T ^ 

%:fa Tf| ^ffcTTTcl W'TfR fat I 

9 . rrfa fafar TTrfTRrirr, wm % ^fWrfa wrtf n r ft 
frrrpT v OT fTlTj^T- sf.^TT F*fa %, fat) TsfT «mi W 

ft wfad TTf T? VT ^t, HiffT fa’F % TTjA TfiTifWl fa StWd 

gfa ttH i,rfa fV<rr 3.fa it ttjt gT Tfa §, «T Rg Tg fa 

wr ff-wr 11 

10- qfa pRft <TfFWr, fabffaV 3fl ffad TCfatl $ Tff?TT, 

9ff vrFcTT ofj'0T*T TlJTT PT^HT fcWfl 4TX?, ShfauH 4>r ITTET 4rfa it 
wrr.H Rfa Tif^jfi ¥t fafad g? ctrfa ffar stitt | fit, 

^ ^ It W Wfitff 5 I 

] t. fa4W>fi sra Rlfrpfa % falT it ffar fa f*Flfr 'TfcTTF 
lit iwtt if sr fai trtPtf % 8T»rPTTfifrr?r4t urfaftpn TtFott lit fa 
nfa fa t it Tfg griff *rt Ufa *faR ft faifa Iffa, fa*n 
tpnrtrf T faiT =pi faiTTrffat ffafa* fa gfan 

12 . tw rum & tfsftr tr MEm, far ffaR % trtrirr wr^ 
tit ffafi ktw sir t[w gft r -rt ufat gfatrk Murftmt/ 
frfa^ arrfkfa fa fafayn m vr fttrn dmerr R wtt »e*tv 
Tun Jt wtctr 9tr*rr tfr<ti Pnr*T it Titnffft tTR srptt ^ 
*rra: f?t % 'frcK ^tr i 

[^WT ^tr« 3 5014/375/82-^0^0 II] 


, 1983/PAUSA 11, 1904 [Part IE-Set. 3(H)] 


3 . ,331 c.\p t n,L S involved in the adunmslialien ol the 
dump lriMfiance bclKinc, including maintenance el accounts, 
submission ul returns, paymem oi insuiance piunia, U'auster 
ol uc^eunls, pajment el inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employers. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Eoatd of the 
establishment, a copy of the inles of the Gioup Insuiance 
ts^neiiie as ..ppiOVLii by the dentifil Government atid, as 
and when amended, alo„g witn a translation of the salient 
leatoies ihtreol. in tl.o laneuage of the majority of the 
employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who Is aheadv a member of the 
Employee., Piovid.m l-und or the Provident 1 tmd of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed 
in his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a mem nor of the Group Insuiance Scheme and pay 
necessary pi.i.uum in respect of him to the Lite Insuiance 
Corporation of India. 

6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Ii v uranee 
Scheme appropriately, if th' benefits available to 'he em¬ 
ployees under the said Sohrmc are enhanced, so that the 
benefits available under the Group Insurance Scheme are 
more favourable to the employees than the benefits admis¬ 
sible under t!,c said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Gioup In¬ 
surance Scheme if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be nayable had enn , i"'tx* been covered ondei the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the different lo the legal 
heir/nominec of the (.np] r y ce as compensation. 

8 . No amendment of Iho provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shell be made without the prior appiovsl of 
the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Madhya 
PiavKsh and wVre any amendment is likely to affect adver¬ 
sely the intc-est of the employees, the Reg'on d Piov'dcnt 
Fund Commissioner shall before giving his approval, ghc a 
reasonable opportunity to the employees to explain (heir 
point of view. 


$.0. 34.—Whereas Messrs Sushil Fabricators, 33/A, 
Industrial Estate, Gavindpuia, Bhopal-462023, (MP/2055) 
(hereinafter leferred 10 as the said establishment) huve applied 
for exemption under sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act. 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter leferred to ns the said 
Act); 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, without making any 
separate contiibution or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life Insu¬ 
rance which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-Linked 
Tnwance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter leferred to as the said 
Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and sobiect 
to the conditions specified in thJ Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government herebv exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 


9. Where, for am- reason, the employees of fho said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the T ife Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or (he benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner 
the exemption .,ha!l be liable to be cancelled. 

10 Where, for anv reason, the empover fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by thr Life In¬ 
surance Cornoration of India, n nd the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled," 


IT In case of default, if any made bv the emrlovcr in 
navrnent of premium the re>pon«ihih'tv for nm’Trvn- of a'su- 
mnre benefits to the nominees nr the lewd hc'r., c f d-eepred 
wie-nhers who would h-ur been covered under the r-id 
?cb"m r but for grant of this exemption, shall h» tha* of the 
employer. 


' "MI UI' 


<.m ink memn’r roarer 
’7,7" f, v em-lover i n rdnfipn to the said < 
shell ensure eromm eivert of the rt'n et.„ 
eomm^/l-eR hems OVlIP,! for b end in rv c ; 
dnvs of the rrc-ml of s irp SSSUrc f ' from ft, 

K"'* Gorroration of Tndla. 


i^^Vt tlir 
^ fr> flir* 

* " 7 

I ife .TnMt- 


SCHEDULE 

L The emptover in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns a the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner. Madlivii Pradesh, maintain such accounts and 
p-ovide rnich facilities for inspection, ns the Central Govern¬ 
ment may direct from time to time, 

2 . TV employer shall pav such inspection charees as the 
Cen'ral Government may. from time to time direct under 
clause fa) of sub-section (3A1 of section 17 of the said 
Act, withm 15 days from the dose of every month. 


INo. S-35014C37J) 'S7-PF, II] 

xue are n-AV S-ve 

(tKrTfi i>m-^, j7-in n'Wryv gvfi>-a (jtejj ir5nr/- 

Ifl.Kl, (fySr trirvl nrSi rnisr-rr ^ ^, 0f , rrr 

2 r nr^TTf 1 - stfipir VK xtV Wr -amu-T nPrEnm, 

>PT V) (ftp) 'eTTifeT^r -Jjw^fbfmrnr SffT JPTT T'WTV 

1 7 * Rarrm (***?) % toTt fgrr sph fim, fen 
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[*TTff |!—ijvf i (ii)] KTlT^T TT Tl^lTW '- I, 

sftt ijTO’rW WTOT 7 WT WWT8TW WWT & ft> -iWtt FTTR 
af; unfarri, fwtti qw wfrtWTW WT Afwww Wt TOTW fiR faro Ta, 
roruR tfrww vrm from wt Am topi w wAw Afww 

Arm % *7 if <FR* -m I ’rffa ww’WTfroft w fro? w 
wrw^ to wrwwt ?r wfsrw row* ^ wt wwwtA firetw wjfWE ft^n 

Wl’t’T, 197 8 (ftpi TPTW VTW ■TWTTW Wt Writ "FST WWT ft) 

A WAR rofaw ft, 

H(T:, fcjfrw towcl wr qrfufwww tf) httt 1 7 WT rortnro 
(2w) irtr tow wfwrwtwr wwrw wtiir girxtYt^wft TWrws roj- 
jjyft ?t fafafam uni % wwrw Tgfr jt , ww totto fit 4 h wf 
■fit wwfa «P froi rowr totw % roA TtwroT A toAw ^ W- 
Aft i i 


WtrjAr 

1 TOB WTTO % WFR ft faUfaW SfafttW ’Tfasw fafif 
mtjWT, tow tpfur wt t?A farcfftwt ft*lwr *rfa >?ft ftwr t^wt 
^ ft A wfarerro totw w^m wt %?Aw TOwm, 

*pt, Bmftw tttott, to stfirfrorw wrt cm 17 wr rorcm 
( 2 w) im w?n erfarort wt srm wAt jj r ( v> tw% totto 
TOrpA it fafafa«w ural % wHt-i xrr jw, to ftttb wt Aro 
*4 fit orofa % fare to *wtw % mft Twroftt % wfa ft to 
ftWt ft t 

1. wt Ftm ^ mrow ft fawnrw Jtrftfitw wfgcw fftf* 

TOftwr, ff?m r ? fit ftftt farcfftwr After titc ftft ftwr wtwr ««n 
ftrftwo % fir? ^»ft wt fr^rr fft •Petv t r^r r , to 

w»nf «n: Prftv: i 

2 . f-rttw. i?■» firriwn jnpTrf rr JR^fr ffrff vt fRifitl % 
is ftpr % w«rt ttf.-jf fr^ir nit fcqrtir fn«PTT, w wfirfirro 
•fr wto n Tt ttoto (3?r) % fro (<p) % snfRr wfot-wm 
■rt firfiro ft* i 

3 wfitT WtW % WWTfH ^t, fiRfif WffptB %Wttff 

VT tWT Wifi, fitWtfiWf f, JTTfT f%TO. WITT, Atfl rftfim fTT 
ftwnf, Wwrai tTT M:w<f wwrrt ft Ann wrft A t. 

|tff wr% TOft "ref ¥T «rot finffiro pto fftp Trr 4 ftr i 

4. fitlftwfi, f'Ctf WTOTT 4TO WT W^ftfiPt WT^fT Am 

#tw ^ fimt A Rfr jrftr, «ftt w*r fA TTmt ww>jb firo 
WPT, ftw ¥W Wtfm A StfB B«tT fMTWTftft fit WjfWWT A Wtfr 

•r wmr ■jtt writ wr wmirf, »rm % f3 ft wfftm 

i 

t. wfit itt vff ffAwrtt, wt fniwttt nfrm ftftr fr f m 
wfw wfwfmm % wAb »t sttb ftrtft wm A wfiror firftr 
■irr f|4 A ^tor l, Tjtrfr wrff *r ffftfHV?r ftrwi wrtt | A, 
fHwfirw trr^w Am wt*r % wtw ^ wr tf mror mw ftm 
w# ffittr wtt wmA wrflw sn’nnro iftfinrw wrtAf Armt Afr 
fim wt Awn wrtnt i 

s. *rfir wr fAfir A wA^ frAmfittf wt jwj fim 
Wfr? tntt | A, fmfmw m t fir t Am wfir A wAn wAmftA 
wt otpi wraAf A mjfwn tot A ^fa A writ A «mwr 
w^tf fwmt fw wArrftA % frot mri^w Am twfir ^ wrftf 
Tttmi fmrfc mr wiwAf A wfww w^wn ff. At to wA»t % 
wAt* w^hr I t 
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9 . wft fwm wrf u TOff , mm w mfirrtt, wroffir Atmr Am 
f^mr Ar mr mjjftsw Aft twfir A, fmT rnifw ^t TOt wi f[, 
nsfw mttt? 5(Tt 4T nnroti nwm mtmftm At mvr 
vjtw TVTi fmfr AfwA ww V mw ? ftt w? nr tf At 
m mrfi ^ i 

lu A? feti wittimti, fmim mt {ttub envi? A Awt, 
At mmtw Atwb Am frnm firtw mfim fr, Attw wtit *t 
Trmro t^t t tfrt mfimr wt *mr ?tm% fAtr mm I At, 
vz xx wt m wwAi 5 i 

u . ftAm 5TO Afirmr A mow it fim 'i^fwA mfirww 
wt orr itTt^t mrmt A mwfmffwfmn w; fitfirw mfirfi wt 
Ar wfw Wf, y * A nf 5tA At wt *wrw A wmttr Am 
TiPrA A mow wt mttmfmw fmfrsw wt t 

t u m wm w mma it fitArstw, f t tAfir w matw writ 
m% fwA toft wt w* ?wTrt mw 

fAtew wifwf wt Aw.fw two wr tor mwtm % wtt m4w 
.... s ■ z ^- r *<w* Am fmrw % Am«w tow mro iji^t w 

10. wft front wimtmrr, fwwtmr ww firro mmiw w wrat, 
wt wroftw Afww Am fwww firww wt, wtfmrw wr totw wt^ 
w ommr tgm i, wtt TtfirA wt ®mm ?t mt fwwr mm $ 

A, t? A WT wwwt ft I 


1 1. fwwrww an Afmrw A mow if ftm to, front mfWrw 
wt wwt w to ■jw wmwt w mwfwfftrfirwt wr fwfww mftwt 
wt wt wfw wr ®s w At wf 5 'rrft wt mm twtw % mm'w 
wtm wmt ft; mow wr mrRTfwro firw'tww. wt ^twr i 

12. mww *mww % mm *r froffirw, urn twtw w mrtw 

wit m*t ffrm mow At nwi |tw to mA pwmt wrwfAwfttfAA/ 
fitftrw mftAf At Awirw wrow wr mow wnrorr ft *At m4w w 
it wrortw mww Am.fArw it Amm wm nrm ?tif w mw 
fww A Am: wtwr i 

[TOW! W«t-35014(33S)/82-Wtol>W»-ir] 

S.O. 28.—Whereas Messrs Mold Industries Company 
Limited, Nasit Division, 75, M.I.D.C. Estate, Satpnr, Nasik 
(MH/12053), (hereinafter referred to ns the said establish¬ 
ment) have applied for exemption under sub-section (2A) of 
section 17 of the Employees’ Piovidenl Funds and Miscella¬ 
neous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred 
to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employee* of the laid establishment are, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoy¬ 
ment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 
Life Insurance Corporation of India, in the nature of Life 
Insuracc which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefit* admissible under the Employee! Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the *nld 
Scheme) ; 


Now, therefore, in exercite of the power* confeired by 
*ub-iection (2A) of lection 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempt* Ac said establish¬ 
ment from A* operation of all Ae provUon* of Ac nld 
Scheme for a period of three year*, 


SCHEDULE 

1 . The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such return* to the Regional Provident Fund Commis¬ 
sioner. Maharashtra, maintain such accounts and provide scuh 
facilities for inspection, as Ae Central Government may 
direct from time to time. 
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his establishment, the emp'oyer shall immediately enrol him 
aa a inemb-r of the uroup L-tUrauce Scheme and pay neecs 
snu prei—i ini in respect of him to the Life Insurance Cor¬ 
poration of India. 

4 The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance 
Scheme app.opriatcly, it the benefits available to the em- 
p’oy-es under the said Scheme are enhanced, So that the 
benefits available under the Group Insurance Scheme are 
more fa i out able to the employees than the benefits admis¬ 
sible under the said Scheme 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
pavntde under this scheme be less than the amount that would 
be payable had employe' been covered under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
heii /nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8 No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior uppioval of the 
Rcg'onnl PrO”:dcnt Li-nd Commissioner, Msdhva I'lnde-sh and 
Where anv amendment is iiltclv to affect ndveiselv the inter¬ 
est of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Commis¬ 
sioner shall before giving his rippiovnl, give a reasonable 
onp-rtunity to the '.'rarl ynei to explain theii point of vi;w. 

9 Where for any reason, the employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment lo nnt icm.im covered under the Grotm Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
enuriovees ur^r this Sdrim are reduced in any manner, the 
-xerunrion shaft be liable to be cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the empover falls to pay the 
pren'i-rm ft ul'hhi ffy* dir- date as fixed bv the Life In¬ 
surance Corporation of Tndin, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the everuntlon is liable to he cancelled 

11. In case of default, if any mode by the employer In 
pay i-nt of rrereiom the responsibility for nnvment of assu¬ 
rance bmefits to the nornlntes or the RpaJ heirs of deceased 
memb-rs who would hive been covered under the said 
Scheme but for nrart of this exemption, shall he that of th« 
emp'over. 

1? Ilnrm the d-' n th of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establish¬ 
ment shall ensure nromot run urnt of the sum assured to the 
nrnnirres hernl heirs entitled for it and in’anv cyx* within 7 
dpvs of t’w receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insii- 
'Ticr Cpppor'dion of India 

[No. S-3S014(376)/82-PF. ITJ 

wto sm 3<t tFrf "km toit W TOl U rft ftk- 

6* ffmnffr trfVgr, r : ntf fesil-uoois (fosfy. 

7735 ), ffhr*r<T t*v', nwr?r gw rtow tro nro 

|) ft ufa,? -rfftm fftfft -cfYt: snfatf 
1953 f 1953 nr, 19 ] (%ft wft "rowr gw mrr 

nnr I*} ft nro 1 7 <tf ^Tsrrtr < % tpffa qi?r fftn irrft ft 

Put Rrftw fftm | ;» 

*rbc Wi nun; w mm* jft wr Ifft gw wn % 
%4mfr, fV,5tfi qf«nr wfwntr to tfffffror nr wm ffty fWr (ft, 
vrrtfH sftw 4 hrr Pm ft yfttff % fftfn nfag 

tfrfft ft *ff if wnf gsr 3f fflr r?i» wkcrflttf % Pw 4 
W TOnrf ft fffftT wrwrff'ft)' wkrrft PpftffffWs fftiff, 

1976 (f»ft tpfJr 'pprtff gw Ttfbr vjtt n«rr |) ft srrfk 

cm. ftfffkrowt, gw wfirfim ft! tiro 17 fti rmv ( 2 ftl 
im run fffwff nr tfffftr wft jtt rfh wror RTOfA jf 
fftkFftn apff % snfiff wft jt, gw wm fttffbi wj ft vtrfsr 
* fftr. gw % gfft yritdl ir rtJt if WV fr i 


[Part II- Sec. 3(E)] 


i. tw *nrn ^ *i MPtn *rf*m fhfkr 

Rr^tff, dt fedtf- ft $ft ftTxfanrt ^Frr ifE ($• tw 

hrrtem % f*rr dft spr nL-rt *fr fwn, ?rw- 

5tmr T». frftrr TX I 

2 PmbTir, r?rl fwltsm tmrn nt jtr ft( »wiRtr % 
is fw % Rtm RTfR wri w tmrrT, wt rrf’rfntn 

8 ft tiro 17 xft gnnro ( 3 n) % xarwr (tt) % tryM rrmr- 
tWR w "fft i 

.3 rrirfftff TidT wr % RTrtW if, fx-Tfr R^rii %arTHl 
nr WT Th>TT, fwrfaTJTt W SP^tt fWlt roRT, ^VfiT tTiffttW 8 TT 
ftttm, ^psnvr nr 'trrnrir, fRi wr rrvrnft nr tKrry mk nr 
n‘k T,73 rr'dt HRlff TT *rid PpfEm IPT filRT HTTi’TT I 

4- kfirmp, ftiitj rrom jnr m R^rffti Rnjfftr >.ftm 
xnffrr n rkurf ftr nn srfri, *rh m T.fr vrr mrrrdd fWiroR, 
m m mm ft sr% mi 'pj^rfcirt ft Td nn-.r 4 

v untfr dnr mi nr «rm ^ ^wr-Tf ft ftfft ftort i 

s yk nif irr nrfxAr, ft ftm Frftr nr ur 

cw RfErf,.roi % Rtfr-t gs nrw fWft wim ift '•rfVii frftt m 

^ ?ft ww ww kdrfw Pwr Trrfrr ft fi-fnm, 

rfrnr rnf<T sir to f d Jdirr tot rpn nr urorr 
xfF Tdin arnw wiTG-tr sfL-rdd trp.dmr TOtt ft<?i froff ift 
kxt h^TTI 

6, Rk ftft TiftT ^r Trefr-T ■ntrd'kdT ft TMtr 'Rpsrt 
Riyrff ar.d fi aft, fetfr^p rfpfffin #;tn Tthd % mft 
ft 7 W Rfprfi ?r R'jfW m ri irfa 8 ft 5ft httori nwr 
fm# ftp 'TTOcfrrff TO fTOi ftft Ftft r n Rtftd wtrra 

tRik ft 'thfti ft trftrn o=r-ro ft ft gw wftir n etftr 

3 1 

7 gr<[fwr tfrirr T-iftn ft Twit wra % ^r% 5R ft, Rft kRft 
iprfTrft tft ^ it 0 fluff % ffftftr ffkff wt-t ft wm ft mr 

ft nftrod ft w ffdr ft kff ^reft w m wriff * 
ntfN (ftw ftr, frrlffn nftffrfr ^ frfjff ffrfw/TOftff^ftRfT ft 
itfV^T ?r wr ft frftf <trftf ^r 7 ro n wrtr ww wftror 
nftffr 1 

a- ffifffftrr fttffi rftrff % gffroftr ft ftrf ftr ftfttffg, mftftrw 
fffffKr fgPj wjw, fff fftrwi v 51 ffpr-hw ft fftro ff^I fVrrr,ffrmrr 
sift wj Pmr ftiim ft nftffrfuft ft %r w ufftwr wi 
Trft ft ftffrwr ft, ffp sfrlfinr ffE-ff fftfft ffrjw, xn-gr 
Rijftrw ftft ft 54 nftffrftftf ftr ffwr tfeftpr TOtr wft nr 
ijfWdW rmr, ftffr 1 

9 . fffft fWfr wimm, irow ft T»rffiTr, ffrow ftrTd ftbrr 
fftffff ft gff vTOjf^rr ftrffr ffrf'rff ft, fftft tffm wft vtto fyrrr 
& ffftfff ~< t ffift f, to w. fftftr ft ffkg frftffrfwl ft 
trot rrf -rift ttitY \<ft) ftffr ft nr.r ffrft ®, ^ bw 

ft ffi -rneft ^ 1 

1 n. ;yft fftrft TrrWTiTr, fftrftr? TOT fgw drfh? ft fffgr 
ffr ffrcfttff cffT-i d>rr Ft-tt Frit fttfr n tot krffwft ff 
trow Tiwr ft, vft ffrfftftt ft *mrr ft tti-t [ir. ^uti | ft, 

Rii rCf, ' iFf 9ft mft % t 
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[uPT II—3 (ii) ] 

u. P-nfrw cro ;,7f-7mr 4: tor 4 ftr> sr fanr rErr 
<fr rarr ir to *{7 totr r rir f^fvcTnm 11 frftrT <nfwf 
Tl ifr rjfa 7^ 7~ S." 7$ SPfT a’; \?Kf ww t; iMw 51 %, 

aftrri ttto! % tott Tr Ttrntrfsw fnrrot to tt'fr 1 

12 . tot wm t tot 4 Prator, w ftr v wrfM hh 

ST|% fSh*Tf TT-aR 4>"I TOt dut TO 33% ^TRA ■ff-T HT'fillTRl/ 
fTftr-f: 7rf<tft <e.i strict _-<7>rr ti tor trtt, a «V< sirt 
ran a ttpam an'-farm Ppm a stidrEif tw tito s(H $ 
m to t vfto ^ njnf^n to-it 1 

[tor aa-3S0i4/37a/82 J f?<>^i>-IIl 


S.O. 36,—WIiikjs Messis Chopra Electrical Saks Corpo¬ 
ration, B-65 Narama lnda-.tiiul Aim, Fiiuse-ll, New D Ihi- 
1 iut>2J (DLI/2Z35) (.her-anatier lcfeired to as ihe said estab¬ 
lishment) have applied tor exemption under sub sect.on t2A) 
of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Bunds and Miscel¬ 
laneous Piovisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter re¬ 
fen ed to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoy- 
ment of benefits under the Group Insmance Scheme of the 
Life Insurance Corpoiation of India in the nature of Life 
Insurance which me rnurc favourable to such employees 
than the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit- 
Linked Insurance bciiemt, 1976 (heremattcr referred to a* 
fire said Scheme); 

Now, tlierefpte, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hcieby exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from 'he operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regionul Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, New Delhi, maintain such accounts and pro¬ 
vide such facilities for inspection, as the Central Govcrn- 

*tocnt may direct from time to time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct Under 
clunse (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accoim’s, 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer 
of accounts payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employer. 

4 The employer shall display on the Notice Board of tile 
establishment, a copv of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approve,; by the Central Government and. as and 
♦hen amended, alongwith p translation of the salient features 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employees. 

5. Wbeicax an employee, who is already a member of the 
Emnlmx-'s’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, the emn’oyer shall immediately enrol him 
a« a member of he Group Insurance Scheme and pay n'cee- 
eary premium in respect of him to the I Lau rence Cor¬ 
poration of India. 

6 The employer shall turance to e-hanee the benefits 
available to the employees, under the. Group Insurance 
Scheme app-omi.itely, if the benefit available to the em¬ 
ployees under the said Scheme are enharced, so that the 
benrfits m aiRWe unf» r ihe Group Insurance Sch-me are 
mom favourable fn employers (han the benefits rdnk- 
Wo uncec the said Scheme, 


7. Notwithstanding mvthing contained in ’.he Group In¬ 
surance Scheme, rf on the death of an employee the amount 

! nyubie uudet this scheme le less than (he amount that would 
be v.yable had employee be-n coverep under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
hei,|nommce of the employee as compensation. 

8. No amendment'Of the piovisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be made without the prior apptoval of the 
Regional Proviicnt Mm 1 r unmisv, ner. Now Dilhi aVd 
wheie any amendment i s likely to affect adversely the inter¬ 
est of the employ ets, the Regional Provident mind Commis¬ 
sioner shall before giving hia appiovnl, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remrin covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of fh- Life lnsimn;; Co:notation of India as alrerdy 
adopted bv the sa d estab’bhmcnt, or the benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme an- reduced in any manner the 
exemption shall be liable to be canceled 


10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the duj dote, as fixed by the Life In¬ 
surance Coiporation of India, and the policy is allowed to 
iflpse, the exemption ib liable to be cancelled. 

,'*• ^ case ° f . defaiilt, if any made by the employer in 
nnyment of premium (he mpxom ibilitv for oayment of assu- 
f, ^,l. benefi u tD the , 11 or the legal heirs of deceased 

l ml_ ers who wouI,t ■ have been covered under the said 

employer* for 8 ' aUt ° f thi,) c,:em P tion . shall be that of the 

Schlm!. ,PO ra. the de 'i (b ° f - "’ r ™ mber covered under the 
SC mra,n th em P lo y ;r )n relation to the said cstablish- 

;::ii h : , , en, ; ir f p mnip t " avmem ° r ^ t0 ^e 

Aos or th^re. r r"‘" Itd f0r il and in an V “S' within 7 
■ s of the receipt of t,i- mk.,i assured fiom the Life Irsu 
ranee Corporation of India. su 


[No. S-35014(378)/82-PF. II] 

WT= Win 37—fifT€ 4%f7tri riPTTcPT 

Wireir, m ho 'i.isn 5 rf'-T, fW sfTftr- :4 

(^^-3657), ^ 

mn h <r«fard bIt-it frfu sflr 

Fftrfrm, 1952 (1952 gtr 19) (f^T ^ ^ ^ 

TOT pfaf-m TTJ tnrr £) iff hki 17 ^ mnr (2^) % wtfri 
^ frif nrrh- % ftpr t,-3rar ftnrr |; 

^iffrr TOT X W TOfrUPT fft >T3T fr fx; TOT Wtmr 
^ TP’frr)', Pc4t 7to T,f^ py m ffrppT!,- w ^7 Ptm Irorr if) 
«TTCf77^ ^ ffjrrr Fisrg- t?,- vTi-pfptT hbTT Fifrr qt wifri rsfm 

3ffrtT ^ teg if TiPrS TOT vet ff ffif TUpglfcTf % f*Tn ff 

TO Tim;] i) gtsf) qnfnf) 

wVff 197 6 (ftr?r tow asOt ^ inn }) 

^ ^ TOlUrr 

w)f.. tott, tot TTPiPpm Tf) srm n ^ TOanr 

(2t) aror tpt wfitTO'f Tr tTfir gnr nfW TOnra 

»T ftfPrravi vrrff ^ TffffT 3T) 50 , TOff WITT Sffl (frl 

Tf 5ft TOfd +- fiTff TOT TOT7% rtf) 'JTWt % 77TO V? 

V teft t ■ 


1. TOi 4; )TKfftT it (f'TFTPx TT ^fvre vffniq- fbf^ 

TtTWT, toIto’ (jprTTr)-ffr Aft fiTTfunit fiir 77771 

rWr fTOOT % fbTfT ffrrr .ThfUTU' TOR Tt'TT 71 fvNt-T TOT PI, 
TOT7-TOT-7 TO fife 
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2 . faifw, ^ ftfraur ET'rrff qtr sp** hft HHtftt 
v i s Ppi % ifanr <fT5TT sft srafta hotit, trftrf’rm ^ 
anr 17 47f THHTTf (3^) %■ <T7 (v) % vtfM iflH-HH 1 ! IT 
fWre «r i 

3. tfwt 4i stwrh if, fire% wfrff tfcurtff «r 
wr Hrm, OtTirf^m Tr stfjh fom wrr <ftH< Jffkn tt hot, 

$pipb! sfr, Ttmw, frdsur otkI nr hot wrft tfr & j£OTt*i 
rntft sqTi'-r qtr Htjd fatflmr srm Ptnrr OThti 

4. ftnntn, %OTr nunn: grn hht opjHtOT OTr 

?OT n fOTft nfr hv OT OTt ^ qnft OTr hOTh Pot OT, 
tnr hh hOTw w tFt hht W'rrftJff ^ *|}tWT ^ htht * 

OTnf ^sr artff nr xptot, *m % ijOTr-n^ <tt srOTtn 
vurr i 

5 . OT OT ‘t^rr OTOT, art tuiOTt OT*h fOT m in 

gw nfijfOT % wflw 'sz sn<=r Mr H=rm nf OT®i fOT nr 

iff nwr fr, : eHm if fahtfOT Mr tttht £ tfT, 
ftnOT ifnrr OTh n hot 4r vt if gtorr hih^ht 

OT nOT «b: gOTI oth hihw> (IOTth hhOT OTh OTr 
famr nt H5H OTlT I 

6. OT HHT tOT $ Htftn lOTtOT Tf 3TW $Tnt 
wpif OT | rfl, faOTw HrfjfijE OTr OTh OTh'OT rrOTf *t 
HHHTCr TTRpff if H^OT W ft <jf4 iff OT «tft OTW 

fOTt n^Htftiff %PTfTHH^ jffHT^H % pOT gHHWT TOT 
•gn «Bprat if wfun ht^ijst jt, nrr tOT <fr wOT wOTr 11 

7. HT^n OTn OTh if Mr hvh % OT OT fWf 

«ir#Hrcf nf nw <rr *h Mh n wtfVn kth x-nn hh w if 
nn $, nr njfnrft nf hh nm if h^h stiff, w ^[ gw «ffn % 

H^fH tjTn arr, fgtfMn wHrd % Prftm Hrfw/HiH Prfffimft 
nff srfim n TT if Htit XTPHf % qSK % HIH W VT 
tfOT nrHr i 

8- 3*Ynr ^fVH * gnOTf if 8^ xft <PfftHH, 

<tPr«H ffif& wr^w, ngfen (Hit*ftr) ^Piht s=nff 

ft(gn ant’ff flVi: nst Pc^fir ^PhThh h nHHtfuff % fipt Ht uPwh 
hhT'T Tfif «rf rfHrwr (ft n^r, srr^Ptrrr HfncirPrfir 

«iwr nyfpfH $;f if ^4 wtHiftirt nf wrr ^fentn htc 

1H HHH7 4ht i 

%. nP;fnHT nrcHHvt, wh n mfaiff, htchth 'jfm 4fm 
Prim cf 3H Hr^ftn 4fHt «ffH n, fnH wm H|if 
^nT % HtfN H^f xs mfr ? nr *er Hfifn n wtfR mf^rffitt vt 
sn^t * r¥f nrqi fwff <ffa ifnn ^t hih f, Ht hi 

^ff nr HHrrft | i 

t o. Hft finff nrriKH, fgiftnn hh Pnjfl Hrtfgr 4r ^ffgr, 

'aft HRifm srfw nftHi PtHH Pthh n?, jfrPm n. #?,h nnf it 
HHnH x^rrr f, hV h,Pt 4V nr wthw ft niff tor qrtwr 1^ rfr, 

UZ nt HT tWHt ^ I 

it. tgirnw im jfrfmnr n ^tr h hh PHf RfenH 
■PV ?Ht if m HH HOTf 4r HTH ftfpffftwf nr faftn nrfWf vr 
*1 irfV SJ^WE -1 4f nf 5ftff HtHW HPtH % TtuT 

nRHf 4r rPtiH nr uPKinfitw Pnfran qr tftHT i 

12 . HUH PIW % HrSHH if pnfwn, ^ftH % fftffH Sflif 
■ frr^y HHR *1 ipHTi stir hh% <mrrr hth PrffttPwf/ 


1983/PAUSA 11, 1904 [Part II—Sec. 3(ii)] 

Prfttn HrTiHi nr 4PHTH xnn nr hhih tretTHT h an H?4n 
wr t Hrww -?m ^Thi PtHH it xttHi^ t-ph sn^t * 

HHT pR % rfti.K | 

[HTH 3 5 014/37 y/82-TT ill T ! 6»-ll] 

i,.u. 2.7.—Whereas Messrs India f'.vekaginjj Pioduels (.Pri¬ 
vate) limited, Post Box No. 2480, Jth Mae, Beliaiy Koad, 
Banjjatore-24 (KN/3657) (hercmuftcr relened to a» ihe said 
establisiiment) have applied for exemption under sub-seciion 
(2 a) of section 17 of the Employees’ pi evident Bunds mid 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 19521 (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoy¬ 
ment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme ot the 
Life Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life 
Insurance which are more favourable to such employees 
than tho benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit- 
Linked Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to a* 
the said Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sob-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified m the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government herbey exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three yean. 

SCHEDULE 

1 . The employer in relation io the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fimd Com¬ 
missioner, Karnataka (Bangaioic) maintain, such accounts 
and provide such facilities for inspection, at the Central 
Government may direct from time to time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charge* as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
claus© (a) of sub-section (3A) of Section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expense* invoved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by Ihe employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of the 
establishment, a copy of iho rules ot the Group Insurance 
Scheme as' approved by the Central Government and, as and 
when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient feature* 
thereof, ih Ihe language of the majority of the employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol him 
as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay neces¬ 
sary premium in raspeet of him to the Life Insurance Cor¬ 
poration of India. 

6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance 
Scheme appropriately, if the benefits available to the em¬ 
ployees under the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the 
benefits available under the Group Insurance Scheme arc 
more favourable to the employees than the benefits admis¬ 
sible under the said Scheme, 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that would 
be payable had employee been covered under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
heir/nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8 . No amendment of the provisions of -the Group ln*u- 
tanct Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of 
th© Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Karnataka 
(B*ngalore) and where any amendment is likely to affect 
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[UTU IfaVJ* 3(a)] 

adversely the interest of the employees, the Regional Pro¬ 
vident Fund Commissioner shall betore giving Ins approval 
give a reasonable opportunity to the employees to explain 
under their point of view, 

9. Where, for any leason, lire employees of the said esta¬ 
blishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India ns already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, the 
exemption shall be liable (p be cancelled, 

10. Where, foi any reason the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life In¬ 
surance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11 . In case of default, if any made by the employer in 
payment of picmium die repsonsibility for noyment of r.siu- 
ri nce benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the said 
Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of the 
employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establish¬ 
ment’ shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/Ur,al heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the teceipt of the sum assured from the Life Insu¬ 
rance Corporation of India, 

[No. S-35014(379)/82-PF, li] 
df ffaiff, 9 fttrRpe, ,1962 

* 3 8 ---toner tafaruiw <?,<? nfafar farfnfa, rumr- 

tantofirur unt fan, ninjt-.ui 402 (n?nfa/86ss), 
toh «rfa usnw nun aiw th w £) it 

funfanftteq fhftjxflr atotoitoo nfnftotn, 1952 ( i'-sz'pt 1 9) 
fan ufa Tfa uwtr mra nfnftom *ryr w fc) to nro 17 
iff nunur (it:) % uu’r-i feu emit in fa rufat far $; 

tor totou trmrr «tr nuTum tft «rt £ fa nutt wm % 
tofato, fato uni: nffaq nr tofan ttr tom fan ffa fr, 
nrfalu afar ton fan to nmffa ton fain % ufa tom 
ton *7 If urffa 3to 'to f tor fl% mfutltto ^ fan £, 

u;:fa If nffa n^far to qnfarto ffau fans 
torn fan, 1978 (faff vm Ttfa tm fan <m|) 

utom tof toym f; 

mr;, totoq nnur nati nfaftom to urn 17 to wan 

(2*) im spm fan to nr utou far gu. fa tones 

fl’Jflto rf ffaiFatrc tot % nto, gtr, ^ rum to to fa 

to tprftr if fan, nan tom <fc far swsl n unfa & Ito f t 

amtjaft 

1 . mm v toia n ft town ntoffa nfam ft fa muw 
mptot, to to? ftoTfam torn to fan nsn t«ur nnr 
(farm n; iV; tot ^ftoift aem amr to toift wmrx, nmi-nun ut 
fhtofa >fa 1 

2 - faum-c >^r ffawr>r unito an awn *mr to unrffa ♦ 
is fan^t tot uu\ sto at totou trt'p'rt, nftomn to 
wtT 17 to tmu-t fpT) « to i«p) v ttto 
fafasj to i 

a. wjfiftr tor to % seyrran ir, fato uton totfaf <ct 
twr ^rt, ftorvfto yrgtT ftojr mT-n, toton sn tfara, 
torrnf «tn n'n'oa-, fafr«vr unto -t% wtru 'ito nr to to 
nth «nft an fnttnrr ktt tirnt''^Tn'rr 1 


*. fatoT, toto tom SiTT n«n xtyfrfai rmjfab tot 
fatn w finnff to t>v to, tor nir «to t-rir ntoan fanr ntR, 
nn '-an ntotm to Ufa rutotfato to stjtotT to ntui if 
unto nnu tot Tr utjnu ruina % ^tRT-m to uuftot ntorr 1 

5 . nfa tot fa.rt puntft, to fftonrcl nfact fafn nr ui nw 
nfUfaun % ton tjtr uw fanr ’'xntoT to nfto fafn nn u?[% 
S> rrtrq f v tmun n faurfan fair ^irt $ rfr, ftown 
nrtjffpp nmr ton % nunt ^ nu *t nnnr nm tof toto 
srfa torto srrtor nmn>P utfan mtto toun tor fr<m to 
nun nfar 1 

8. to nm torn % nto xu'nrfto to nun»g 3894 atmc 
to ? to, fnuMT. nr^fa tor torn nto nofanfato to «u~ 
n*n uiRto n ndfto «n ft nfn to to to toumr tour fant 
fa tontfanf % fa nrtjfaip ton torn % uton mn*n utufa 
nn toito ^ nfa ^f, to n«t ton % nto ^^4 g 1 

7 . nnjf^t; tont torn *r font nr=t % jn to, ufa toto 
'Fnwrft to Jftn nx ’in tom *P uton ntoi mm nu mm un 
to famto to nn tnr if ton tow to torn 
nfa tfrnt m, fanran % fafto nrftn/nmfa?ftrto to 

nfa^ % *u n nnf mnt n n^rt % fat 7 mu m num ufau 1 

s. nujfa torn 4: antoff if to? to ntoan, ufaftor nfam 
fafa nTUnu n^.Ttitj, u? untoun % ffanr ft^fai ^itonr 
tot st^ fnto tftrrtR u 'puviftto 4 ; fa ut ufarn anrr uaff 
to nuiuni t{t nto. urifa nfa<n faftt jqpjro, tmi tt^nfan tpr 
It tpi vnnrfato to nmiTijffaton wn ti ^fanwt nunt 
toil 1 

9 . qfa ffat npotTun, mvR ¥ fawrto, ntfan to^n tonr 
farm to nu nr^fg’P torn tfln fair wimi u??r nmr 

| xtton nto t? nto m tpr tom ntfR utontftto to urn 

nfa tfiiu4 fato tofan vnto nto |, tong fs to nr 

unnr ^ 1 

19 . qfa toto nvwm, ftotomm m faun nrfru % tout, to 
nittoa tom torn fa nn faan n<, toftom T.r tfara trt4 If nnum 
npn |, tot urftrto to «qq-m to faur nrax % to, tf 
to ur urto ^ 1 

11 , ffatownr nrtr tofann ^ nm if fan un fato »qfanm 
to unt ir nu nrtof It umfatonfato nr fafa utoto to 
to ufa n?, ^tt u to toto to ttonr % tottftr jto, tom 
■wnto $ fan «pT ntuttftfacr fatofa ut to’n 1 

12. 3Ut mm % tom if fatow;, tor nton % nton nto 
nr^ farto uum to ifaf toi gtw ?mtit ton ffafafato/ 
faffa tofani to n.tortn m-m -u touu nurtto n nh: uwn 
?nr nrcton tonu tonr fmm n toured fan urn ?fn i 
ntu fan v nmtnfafa nctonr 1 

fanr un- 3 0 u 1-1/ 2 a 4/ h 2-to »fao -11 

New Delhi, the 9th December, 1982 

S O. 38.—Whereas Messrs Khandeiw.rl Ferro Alloys Lim 
ed. P.O. Khandelwal Nagar, District Nagpur-441402 (Ml 
8b58) (hereinafter referred to as the sa,d eslablishrrient) ha 
applied for exemption under sub-section (2A) of section 
of the Employees’ Provident Fund* and Miscellaucoua P 
"istans Act, 1952 119 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to as 
said Act); 
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And whereas, the Cent; a 1 Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment arc, without making any 
separate con.nbutiun or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group insurance Scheme of the Fife 
Insurance Corpoiation of India in the nature of Life Insu¬ 
rance which are moic favourable to such employees than the 
benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit Linked 
Imuianfcc Scheme, 1976, (hereinafter referred to a» the said 
Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the ;aid Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government heieby exempts the said establishment 
from the operation of all the provisions of the said Scheme 
for n period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the raid e‘tablishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Maharashtra, maintain smb accounts and ptoude 
such facilities for inspection, as the Central Government may 
direct fionf time to time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause la) of sub section 1 3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within IS days from the close of every' month. 

3. All excuses involved in the administiation of the Group 
Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, sub¬ 
mission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer of 
accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be borne by 
the employer. 

4 . The employer shall di' play on the Notice Board of the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, as and 
when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient feature* 
thereof, in the language <5f the majority of the employees. 

J. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol him 
iw a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessaiy premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6 . The employer shall armngc to enhanco the benefits 
available to the employ Cis under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employee* under 
the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more fa vein able to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained ia the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an emplrree the amount 
leyable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee hern covered under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
heir/nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8 . No amendment of the provisions of (he Group Insurance 
cheme shall b- made without the prior approval of the 
tegional Provident Fund Commisioner, Maharashtra and 
vhere any amendment is likely to affect adversely the interest 
>f the employees, *hn Regional Ihovilent Fund Commri- 
toner shall before giving hi* approval, give 3 reasonable 
’PjWftUH'SV' to tha ntnclojneec t> exr.’ah their point cf ’low 


9. Whem, for any reason, the employe's of the said estab- 
hment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
theme of the Life Insurance Corporation of TurF ' 1 n" already 
topped bv the arid establishment, or the benefits to the 
nplovees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, 
exemption shall be liable to be cancelled 

tO. Where, for any reason, the employe- fails to my the 
■cmivun c*c, within the due date, as fixed by tbs life 
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In.ursnce Corpoiation uf India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of default , if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment ot assu¬ 
rance bemiits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members v.ho vvojild have been covered Under the said 
Scheme but for grout of tills exemption, shall be that of 
the employei 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nommeellegal heiu entitled for it and in any case within 7 
day* of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insu- 
innce Corporation of India, 

(No. S-35014(284) /82-PF. II] 

3JT<- 30 '4t 4 ’rrmtft\T m"FvvTr ( 5r 

.:o/t, nT.'or^srfir ^friugr) s{rr^/ie:n\ 

Gu; ■mu) -? 4 =f ’nut ■, $r<pn &)4 viurrfr vqf 4 cp Mu *fiv 
spnl"warro rfufumr, 1.952 1 rreyyr 1 q) n 4 ny 

twt sj) fa rrfn 17 v\ mnro (:w) ^ 
artr.n’ qz fspr mpf v fanwpfar fanr J- ; 

tfrr *rvrr Tr p-uraiy mtr % fa 34 a ffti 3 
‘Pn'xnrr, fstrfr ’ttt Umrm nr tfrfamr kt 4sw far ^ 
srrafm Tfarr 4 >trr q?r TPffn ran fan ip ggrr m ti 
4Utt « if Tmfr Tsr ’tf 4fa v? T)i^ftEmf t fair 4 wrraSt 
ir ttftrjr ^ Tunrr fatfr tft® 4 m farir, 

1976 (fMA W ; f ?T« 744171 7F1 tfrt 'UT J) F qm 

| ; 

mrr:, vw* tntrrc, tjfy qfkrrn t rt titn n it 7 rarer 
() lira 5PriT Wfafaf wx etu fr xft( TUT f 37743 WT- 
^rr if fkftfrz mt % traYr 57, tjyy ngura vt ato 
nil uufu % fan yyi % trf. zjzii % if ifcfrg- 1 

1. w raU’t F 643 4 ffruriut frritfanr ufunu firftf urTn 

•rsrra (jrf r 7!irr) fVyrfVar tfk f>% spji Tytur 

dra pK f 4f7 4- fr 1 , tra men Tbp xri 

*rtq 77., r r hfVe i 

2 f runt 5, 04 F'vsm u*rrn Tr urm .,4 jpuPti % . 
1 5 fur % vfrrr ygn rtm m Ymfm rim-, drr Hfkrbmjf yiV 
trtT 17 vt 7Ttri j r (tx) % tfj (t 1 % ntra-yg.; t 5- 

f iftce g-i -1 

; FPjfe. afrar rpiif ^r g?nw 4 , in’,’ft gr-pfvr <;r 

wi orntr, fTrLfbufr vrfgy ruit ^rrerr, q'm sfifnih vtt/’tm, 
-wr<rf >tT .i'\r™r, fhnwT mr rA ytr *urq prf7 4r % 507 ur?r 
nr-rr tt f itrsiP sra f¥ra 1 

t. Pwurc, t-ntj rm pm 7-y;tiif6f ^ 4rui 

x^fir §>• fpi-ff nff tr* UfR, wK try <*41 nTfrtfd Epar 

tw w? 45fr 11 <74 r FnVPstiY =p! trg4nr jt< smrr 4 <3wr 

5. 4rf 4m uimft, tsrrqm'TNf f-ifxr ttt qr tym 

'*4 umd 5frr?r ftrdf wftrxq firfer vr Ti # 

f; rM W177 4 fEtf^.vr fimT ciErr | tft, pjtitm 

4 .fi tvra % frriFv 4 4 3 wr rar 5773 iptirr 

vtr Twit sttew pwn ; fr 4rtrr 

tftnrTftm 1 
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s. aft ■ 3 ‘R uftr % nani vtj^rf=:nt *g ThU *r?r 

5fi% i err, OwfJisi suttwt % flEfn qr.i'snf’itt *rr jt- 

Hfi>- ir T £rTi **t ft ffil Tl Tift FT XTSifTT faff'I 

fip ipftvnfxfff »F f^T7 JTrJjf^T Tffff ilftff $ TST(T TTW*T TTUft 
IJT i^rA?f ft XlfffT) taTTyT f[f Tt TT7 *Tfff % EftU *FJJH ftt 

7. TPrf^T \ r -TiT rfrir ft frftf ttc v uft ftr, nft faw 
jfTifvpft T?) TcT cw r 0, xftrff ftf Tltftu uftfi TW TT TfPT it TIT 
Tf rtyTTfr dft OT T’TT ft ftftd lllftf, TT TfJ 7Tff Tftfff ft: 
xifttr ftr/ir ftf. trTntt; 'tutti"*! ft; fafftr TTfftr/TTT fir; fan 
nn ufftrrr % t?T ft suftl \T<r) ft; fart % ttttt T rr ft ftem 
tutut t 

3 . nTJjfop '-fair vstct % T<wff % "prf ftf ftwr-f, nrftfar; 

ffn TfiftiTf *rwf tiii ft Tmfafaft) ft; -fir; tt jtPi^t st;t tct 
lift ftTiTuT t\ fffb TrftfaT: fffffST fnlff UlTrr, 'tiTlT JffftWT ftff 
^ <gi T<TTtf*3ff Tt xmr t fftnfar *T«ff T T ft Tt Tforpra w r 

ftrr i 

9. Tft fpTt TRTTJT, T4,"fT T TTfflfa Ti'/fn TtTT ftiTT 
faTrf Tf TT TtljffT ftfal PTfT ft, faft T «nTff Tifa XTTTT TTT | 

iitfR rrjjY rvft %, tt tt rfru % -itfT ftvfffrfrtft «pr arr 
ftw ttV th* fart frPt ft tt <jr aith %, ftr ns ?j x\ tt 
TTTtfr i 

to Tft ppfr TtrtTTtr, fTTtTB TT ptTT Tl^ 1 ? tp TfT^ 5ft 
Trrrrq sflTT WTT fTTT fTTT Tt, aIWTT Tt T^T^tTit TITTT 
|, irVt TTt'TTf Tt SHTTS TTT fTTT TTTT ft Tt, ^ \\ 

vr Tt Tru.tfr ^ i 

11. faifm, tffrt atfr it k ttr T Ttt jit Mt «af««pT 
Tmr it tt tjt TT?rt ^ nnrrnffxrfetft tt iTftw TTft'Tt 

Tt Tt Tfa TT, T53 T Tt T$ ?(Fft TT TTT tfiT % TTtT IfPt, 
^tTT TTTTt X TTTT TT TTT?TfT>'T fTTW TT tjtTTI 

1 2- tTT ^TTT 'X m it fTTiTTT, TT TPlT % PtmT aflT 
THt fVTr TTTT Xt TtT jtft IT TT% ^T.TTr TIT fr-JfvrfTTft/ 
fft-rar TiffTt ait ^tTt?cT ttur Ttr Trra ntTTtrr T w> artr ??rr 
ft VIT’fPt ^tTT fTTT ft TirtTiTT ^ rrr T7-T ijtft % "TT 
^7 ^'TFlftT vTmTI 

[WlT ti-T-35014/jii :^C-«fro J«P-I1} 

S.O. 39.—Whereas Messrs Escorts Employees Ancillaries 
Limited 20/4, Malhura Hoad, Faiidabnd (ilmvana) (PN/ 
462HT (heieinaftei referred to as the said establishment) have 
applied for exemption tinder sub-section (2/v) of section 17 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Pro¬ 
visions /tet, 1 Q 52 fl9 of 1952) (hereinafter refericctoo ns the 
said Act); ^ 


And whereas, the Oential Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said e ; tubli;hmrnt arc, without making any 
eparate contribution o” payme'b of piemium, in en : oyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance. Scheme of the Life 
Tnturmice Ccrpoiation of India in the nature o' life Insu¬ 
rance which are more favourable to ^uch emoloyees than the 
benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit Linked 
Insurance Schem 1 , 197$ (hereinafter icferred to as the said 
Scheme); 

Now. therefore, in exercise of the povety ronferred by 
rub-section f2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
<r ibe conditions specihe i i n the Suhcifulc ansexbd hereto 


the Central Govei nment hereby exempts the said establishment 
from the operation of all the provisions of Hie said Scheme 
fur a period t i '• uee years, 

SCHEDULE 

1 . The tmployer in relation to the said, establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Punjab (Huryana), maintain such accounts and 
provide such facilities for inspection, as ihe Central Govern¬ 
ment may direct from lime to time. 

2. The einplovtr shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Govei nment may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Apt, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Group 
Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, sub¬ 
mission of return:,, pavment of insurance premia, transfer of 
accounts, payment of inspection charges etc, shall be borne by 

the employer. 

4. The employer shall di-play on the Notice Board of the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as apnro- ed by the Central Government and. as and 
when amended, alongwnth a translation of the salient features 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employee*. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of the 
Employee)' Piovident Fund oi the Provident Fund of an 
establishmerT exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol him 
us a membe'- of the Group in-nrance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6 . The employer shall airange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately. If the benefits available to the employees under 
the 'aid Schema are enhanced, *o that the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme arc more lavonrahle to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an emplovee the amount 
pavable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would V. payable bad emplovee been coveied under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
hrirlnomin'-e o f the employee ns comnensatiop. 

?. No 'imrnfny'nt of tho provisions of th* Giouu Insurance 
Schv*m“ 'ball be made without the ptior approval of the 
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Punjab (Haryana) 
.md who'e any -n’cnclrrent i- lit ely to affect adversely 
the -nte-est of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund 
r'omini'sion.-r shall before giving his approval give o reason¬ 
able oil nortunitv to the employees to explain their point of 
view. 

9. WVrc, fur anv reason, the employee of the said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered under The Group Insurance 
Schem'* o 1 " tT 1 * r if- Tnsuranc r Corporation o* Tndia as already 
adop'ed bv the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme are reduced in any manner, 
'he exemption shall he liable to be cancelled. 

10. When-, for anv reason, th- employer fails to nav the 
premium etc. ” ithin th- due date, as fixed bv the T ife 
In urnnrr C v-norn'inn of India and the polir« is allowed to 
laur- tho e'-rm-Minp i\ Unhle to he cancelled 


11. In ca-e of default, if any made b' the employer in 
pavmen' cf premium Ihe responsibility for navmert of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heir- of deceased 
members who, would have been covered under the said 
Scheme but for grant c c this exemption, -hop he *hat of 
the employer. 

12 . Upon the death of the m-mber covered under the 
.Scheme the enrpftmer in rHefftm to the raid establishment 
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shall ensure prompt payment of the ium assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insu¬ 
rance Corporation Of India. 

[No 8-35014(302) /82-PF 11) 

TToWr°40 - kggfaktm'igifefggg ftrfaSr, "fa" fhfkg 
firpr TO T(WT fa gg?g fa, wff, g«r£-18 (h‘i?PT^/1118 7) 

7^111 gW?7n3W{Fg7rfr) 4 Tfg.ri Hfwg fgfa 
fa jttW rrrafcr wfarggn, i j. 5 2 (1952 w 19) fa 4 gg 4 gg% 
nwtr gw wfgfggg wt i 4 srri 17 fa gr^m (25?) % 
usk wr fau gr% % fkn wlrt fam 

4k Iwrg trcm w rrnnim ft nut $ to gw mm % 
wit#, f¥g> '1’3'tt erfong gr sftfagg w mrg fat? tor fa 
rrraf .7 TTfr-T gkrr fggg aft grin sr/g $ ggrg aft** 

grin <n m 4 Trod gsr ^ % wk $4 wfgifTgf it tog 4 wg*, 
m <mfi % wfint vt \f git wfarrlr to&7 g^ra gfgr trip 
i97b (fait gg4 m% gyg^ 3W wrto >tt^r w $) i tight 
faf £ ; 

trcr, wrt ( gw trfffPrgg «pt tiro 17 fa gggrrT 
( 2 Tt) inr srwr srfWgf tg gtfrir fa jg 4k gn4 ggnr* *r^- 
flprt 4 fgf4flrw Wff |f ptfk T^- jg, gw CTRvt Tt fa gl 
fa trgftrlr tog gw tokr * fat ggggf It twfa 4 tp foil 1 1 

*Vl* 

1 gw wrt * mv 4 to4WB trrltoyi trtom fafa pr^w 
■P5iTis57ft?g> towtoit llgrtrk 44 fa ?j<rt ygr ftrdm 
% tog if tf> ^fhsrrg’ iftH vktr 4) Wi gwag *w-g>w gr 
f- r f tp g fa 1 

2 . fa’tk’ft fTctwn ggk“f w *rr3w mg 4* ggrfto It 

15 fw % pttir tr*nr TTkjr aft WiVg grtrrT, gw wstogg fa 
mrr 17 fa gwm (av) lr Tw (v) It tttftg ngg-ggg tc 
ftrfks inf 1 

3 . pr<jftfTt ikrr rfair $ srm>n if. fgft% pgltr itsmcft *r 

vrr wgr gti yF%r (pgr gtgi, arui jftPgp pr ptr, 

»wmt trr EktifTT snutf w gpp prftr *ft ftt «rr?r 
wit «mft w «rf4 Pt4twt iro fwi tjp^rp 1 

a ETTkrv, %grfa urtrn: ito pun wpftftn itur 

wfn % ftrggt «Pt it srlk, fa it4? gg4 rfwtag firn tot, 
tw gr tWtag fa srfff g»rr Ttfmfkff fa gfwn fa «rm 4 jxfa 
w tuff *m P-TTor; wiqg It ^gr-7?g tt tnftn ®rkn 1 

5 fa fat ^111 TtfTrrt, aft wNl4t*rPrraT frrfll «KT STT TO 
flfafgtrg It *rrfk tp ptw fTgtwmTt pfirw krftr w ft 
tPR7 i Tff% WTtg 4 ftfrftfTct fliPf TtgT \ fft fgifhiT w^Ifg 
4tm ww It piw ^ w it grr^i grg ^ inf u^rif nk gtrift 
snig wnr*w fftftnig Ttrgk 4tw 4tw Fnw Tt 4w Tktt 1 

e. gflr gw wW It pgtg lofrtfktf ift g«TTwr ttm 
’ir?r, f tit, fWrrT trtuf^F ikg rrtplt vfa wfrrftut ift 
gqtror Tmf 4 g^frtr *7 4 ifr w w ®-rwm Tkn fT«% 
fT amwfkit It ftni wnjffn «frw wtir It mftn ggtiw Tmlgp 

mfa ffr, gt gwwkf $ fa'fi ifi 


7. gtgr 4 ftpgt grg It |kt fu tf, ^ 

fofgrft Tt >jt^ 7T ip Tifrp It pgfg 7WT gg it wr 

gt wfnk Tt gg Twr g 4k gg g^ gw &?m It ntitgr 
fkr, tit fgdtgp T.fart % fg. m: TifkT,gr7i'kr 1 wk w irfpntglt 
w 4 tfkl wtgf % ggt l; gtigr rrg gr 4?rg gkir 1 

3 go^fft: Itgr p&tg It ggjrat 4 fa fa 4>nrsn, ttTif m 
fa 7 * ffa mfw g^ratf, It j4 ggtfrw It fggr kt fhrrr gritgr 
wk g^t fttHt gwtgg ir gqg.fTlt % t< gfg^gsmrg grd 
fa 4gmr ft gyt grlTrrpK gfw tgiggiTw, smr ggiftw k 
it jl wcrrfkt fa imr Fpg uk w g- w^w ggor 

krr 1 

9 . gfg fwi’r t.rtwr, wm i'grfgiff, grottg gkrg 4tgr 
fagg fa gg grijfkt grgt *i?r % tg'4 wrcr 7?> 17737 tw 
^ wtfrg g^tT? gt4 f, gr w wfrrlt fa tg Tifgifkit lit tnw 
^t4 w4 Ttofl flrgt ftfg it trg ft grit |, tft 45 gft gr 
tntjfr J 1 

• 

1 0. gfl fwfr wwrtr fgdtgi: gg f-ThVr nktT It nGt, g't 
•rrwtg gtwg gkr: f»rrg fkg irf, HtfginT w 4>rrg irt| 4 
wwt taptr 5;, wk Trfggt lit w i f‘r.7<tgr4f«rgi gtgt |, eft, wr 
3 ^ irt »n mfa 1 1 

11 . fktnr jrrn sftiggglt garw 4 ftttf 04 tV4t aqfggg 
lit gm 4 gg giwt It gnrfg^fVrrklt gr f*tiwt irkgt gfr 
aftgptg?, wrgitnfiftgttff gw wg |t wglg ^t%. aktt 
(fwit It 4<rrg w grRTrfgiw flwrtgit 77 ^twi 

12 . gw wfv-i It h4t 4 Frgknt, Tttg % wtfrg fa 
grn fttgt Pirg fa tjfjf. ^td tc ggt; 5 ^ 7:7 g/g fWWkff 
[ifw; iTfkt id gtgirrr twt w 4irg ggrorr 4 fa ukir gin 
4 grwtg '4 t-( Iwr ftnor 4 grgriw twt snw gtl It gig f*g 
It gtgT gf4iiw ttkT i 

[4*gnig-3 so 14 / 410 / 82 -gtotpcc.il] 

S.O. 40.—Whereas Mesets Amines and Plasticizers Limit¬ 
ed, "D” Building Shiv Sugar Estate, Dr. Annie Besant Road, 
W 01 J 1 , Bombay-18 (MH/MI87) (hereinafter referred to as 
the sard establishment) have applied for exemption under sub- 
* section (,2A) of section 17 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 1 
and Misccliantous Provisions Act (19 of 1952) (hereinafter 
referred to as the said Act); 

.And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, without making any 
separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life 
Insurance which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject to 
the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Centra] Government hereby exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fnnd Com¬ 
missioner, Maharashtra, maintain such accounts and 
provide such facilities for inspection, as 1 tW Cneftral 
Government tniiV direct frbnt fftne to tape 




The employer shall pav such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of ac- 
coun s, submits.on of letains, payment of insurance premia, 
t ..nsfet of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall 
be borne by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insui- 
ance Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, 
as and when amended, alongwith a tianslation of the salient 
featuies thereof, m the language of the majority of the 
employees. 

5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund, of 
an establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed 
in his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6. The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employees un¬ 
der the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefits avail¬ 
able under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favour¬ 
able to the employees than the benefits admissible under the 
said Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
legal heir/nominee of the employee as compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insur¬ 
ance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of 
the Regional Piovident Fund Commissioner, Maharashtra 
(Bombay) and where any amendment is likely to affect adver¬ 
sely the interest of the employees, the Regional Provident 
Fund Commissioner shall before giving his approval, give a 
re^onable opportunity to the employees to explain their 
point of view. 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India as al¬ 
ready adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to 
the employees under this .Scheme are reduced in anv manner, 
the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 

10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

1L In case of default, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of as¬ 
surance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of de¬ 
ceased members who would have been covered under the 
said Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that 
of the employer 


'Tit TTTiT Tin tV'TTT TTT I) af] TTTt 11 fti 3 WTO 
( j 7 . F,ft <7 5 WZ Tift % 1 TfftpT ,¥ ff 

TK -IT?7 T’Tt.T ntf Ti.srrT ftf To > ftr JT7 'IIH ft 
FTTTf, cTTi IFF TpTTPi If ft TIT Tt 77 7 iKf J f 7, 
tcti ar<rf tit Ittt ftr TTT'ftff ftt ttt % tt f ft 'ft 
fti'71 ft ^ r 7 ft T5T T| | TF ftpTr{ if Tiul 

Tt Tplft) ft 5fp4%' Tf'TTT S ftt ITTTiT.' fft<aT TITS ftiTf *FlT 
19/6 (f^r^t' ?rft T’TT 77717 TFT FwT TT 771 1 ) % TT 7 
Txft TTSN | , 

Ifcf % 7#17 TT 17 T, TFT FtPsT/ITH iff TTTf 17 lfi JUPCT 
( 2 t) §tti 5 f 7 fr tPittt ti aftt-T ftt it ftb:* 7 ft ttits tt- 
<jftr % {ftpTfosr nrl % uTT 77 % tft Tim ftt ft t ft 
4 : niftt ft fftr tft ft T*fr TiFft % fftt ftTi ftft ft i 

3 T 7 TTi 

i m rim ft tit % ftTT/rfi stUPtf th'/itt tifh 
qfyiT T 7 I 7 ftt TT' PTTTpJlTr ftt-TT ftt 7 ftsTT 7 -tn 77 t 
ftfi'SFT % fftr jjfftETpft SUIT irftftf ftt IFF'/ TvoR TT 7 - 
TT 7 77 Tift I 

2 . fTfttTF, <?T ftTiiHT 7777 % Tf T?Fr 7 TT ft TTipT ft 
15 feT ft rffTT ftlTT T%gr ftt ftftl TTFiT, TFT tPA’i 7 iff 
THT 17 4 % TWlTf (3T) ft HUT (ll) % TT > i'T TT 7 -T 77 77 
fnfesc l>ft I 

3 Truffn: ftrr tut % st-TiTT ft, PiTft tt tt ‘■nrrftf ur 
7 >rr tsrrni, faTrftrr nr sfjt Putr ^r=rr, imr trfftiT irr tit 
I pflftt TT TT 7 W, ftp’ 4 TT TTr 7 'T F’l 7 fTl 5 7 Tift «ff |T% TT% 
rtfti sqTl Ti ftTTTF 8 T 7 T fttaf TiTTr I 

4 ft-TTsf? W ’7 T 7 T ,7 gTTtr qTf FTtItT TTfff T T' 
TTiT T ft 7 T% Ti ^ Tft T %7 TT TT Tift 1 TTT 7 Pm- 4 ‘T 
TT 1PT TTlflSTT Ti tPt TT1 lifT.P 7 TfFf TJTITi ftt '4771 % 

Tlrff TiT SpJi’IT, ^ TTri-Tg 77 TTfsirT 7 ? 77 i[ I 

5 b’ft Ttrf irm TTTTTf, ft! TTTTfTl TPT'T pTpEf Tr 71 TF=f 
srPsrftTT % sr^r ttt fWf iff TPiiiPTft tt itt 

%! TTTrf ^?T% 77T77 % pTTfPTl PUTT irrcfT | eft, ftifftp THT- 

TfTT 7THT % T 574 % ST *T TTTf TIT f 7 TT TT T%Tl T %7 
TTFf TrTT XTiTTlT T'PT-7T TfTTfT ftiTT TfTr fT*PT T% TTcl 
SR%n I 

6 TP? TIT WT % TtffT UTTrpTTt ftt TTT 5 ST 7 TT% T 5 T 7 

Tr% | eft, PTfTTT TITP 5 F TfTT wft % HTTfpTTt Ft 

TTTStf Fr 7 Tt if TTfT'q' ¥T % Tift iff lff% if' S 117 TT liftlT PnT% 
fqj FTTftTTf ft ftif TTTP^H ft'Tt TftT ft TTiT T7TST FP7% 
TT TiT7?t ft WpTF WTFT $1, ftt TFT Wfl ft TT'T M f% : 7 | 1 


12. Upon She death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the no¬ 
minee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 days 
Of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

[No S-350147410) /82-PF. Ill 


7 Tr^ftF ft71 FFiT ft fftTf TH ft ftt, Tft fuft 

FTTTTf ft.' T7T T7 fT ^ftf'T ft TTfT T%7 TFT TT TFT ft FT 
TT FT=rrTf ftl TT TWr ft TtT fttftf, TT 7f> TFT TF'T ft SfETfT 
fTTI ftt, fTfttTF FTTITf ft PtFsTF TlP7T/TiTpTlTTTf ftt JTfTT77 
% isq ft <trf 7FTT ft 17 ft TTfTT TFT Ff ft TIT F>7[ I 


Ft'Tfo 41 - TTT TTT7T-T FTTfTOT (srT^TT) ffttifTT, 
14-ftf, Tfft TfiT, FTFTT-16, (TlFTT TTPl/13 709), 
(feftfTft FTft TFTTT TFT FTTTT FfT TTT |) ft FftTTTf TpT^T 
fTPar ftVr TfftW TTftT wPtFTTT, 1952 ( 1952 IT 19) (fftft 9TT 
H 184 GI/ 82--7 


8 w;tP?F Ti'Tf FftfT ft TFftsff ft ftf| ftl TlftjT, Ttft.ftnr 
^7 PtPt TiTTFTflTT TTFTft^T TTltFl ft PTTf Tgft fFTi 
SpliiTi jftr 3fftrFTi ftfttTT ft FTTilTftf ft TT T TFT TTTF 
# tktTFTi ft, Tin TTlPlTK tPts> 7 fTPa Tl^FT, ’7771 flTTTFT 
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iU t ^ 'tUMM st xmr iM Rt rMiJ'h 

RRRT ^11 I 

9 . icP^ ftti vwhtx , wm t it <f Riff, rhaW Rf4R nt»rr 
Om <zi rr RtRfiiR; RiRt Mr % HU ?<rm <r<jt rir T^r t< 
(UU r$- srrn )[, Rr Mr % wafa soMiM vt rt<r 
jit M rM faM frit t rr g) Rit %, tt ns vz x% ri 

f( i 

10. ifpst fawfj Wffff, faWUfi TOT fw ?TRW t rM, Rt 
*rrefa it*rc g’wr fa‘(R fa*H Tht-tf m rtr rU tflTfiT 
qpr, | tk wpTfff m *wi it Rit (Mi riti t it, vz x% 
v< Rr rM o i 

11. (MriW STO 5ff(R4R t RTI4 it flirt R<T flp-fl 5 tfaTR 

■f! sri if 3R »jar rfr 7 % RiRitfrtMti WRtf RifM ^1 
ifr iff? q5 ije r Tf iit $# it r-rt MfR id *Mr tjti, *>rt 
ififijif % tain gii Rfraifapi faiWfi tc jk, t 

12- TIT WET t R4£T if fattittf ?T Wit % RTM Rf-T 
Tit fWf R<F-t «p< ^ jtt IT Rtt tJfi'IR FtffaliMrfj 
Wan tiPM arwipr MRfflifara smji t *fk r?M rsii 
if rtcIiR rrm iwi Utt if inristn tpr srrRt jtt t Riff fan 
t *tm (jUtM frtqr i 

[ifftTI itR-3sou/41 6;82- t ffo<t<lio-l[] 


S.O. 41 .—Whereas Messrs Development Consultants (Pri¬ 
vate) I imited, 24-B, Park treet, Calcutta-16 (WB/137W) 
(hcieinaftci rcfeiied io as the said establishment) have applied 
tor exemption under sub-section (2A) ol section 17 of the 
Employees' Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act (19 of 1952) (hereinafter lcfcrred to a6 the 9aid Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employees of (he said establishment are, without making 
any separate contribution o t payment of premium, in enjoy¬ 
ment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the 
Life Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life 
Insurance which are more favourable to such employees than 
the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
nib-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject to 
the conditions specified in Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a pciiod of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, West Bengal, maintain such accounts and pro¬ 
vide such facilities for inspection, as the Central Government 
may direct from time to time. 

2. The employer shall pav such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) cf section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc, shall be 
borne by the employer. 

4 . The employer shall display on the Notice Board of 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme as approved by the Central Government 
and, as and when amended, alongwith a translation of the 
salient features thereof, in the language of the majority of the 
employees. 


5. Whereas an employee, who is already a member of 
the Employees’ Provident Fund Or the Provident Fund of 
an establishment exempted under the gaid Act, is employed 
in his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefit* 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance 
Scheme appropriately, if the benefits available to the em¬ 
ployees under the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the 
benefits available under the Group Insmance Scheme are 
more favourable to the employees than the benefits admissi¬ 
ble under the said scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group In- 
sui ance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable bad employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
legal heir/nominee of the employee as eompensation. 

8 . No amendment of the provisions of the Group In¬ 
stance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval 
of the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, West Bengal 
and where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the 
interest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving hi* approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employee* to explain their point of 
view. 

9. Where, for any reaadfl, the employees of the *aid es¬ 
tablishment do not remain covered under the Group In- 
smance Scheme of the Life Insufance Corporation of India 
as already adopted by the said establishment, or the bene¬ 
fit* to the employees under this Scheme are reduced in any 
manner, the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 


10. Where, for any reason, the employer fall* to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Lite 
Insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption Is liable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of default, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the re*pon*ibility for payment of 
assurance benefits to the nominee* or the legal heirs of de¬ 
ceased members who would have been covered under the 
Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of tbs 
employer. 

12. Upon the death of the memher covered under the 
Scheme the employer In rdition to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 
7 days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India. 

[No, S-35014(416)/82-PF. IT] 

*tto wto 43 .—(sfamr) RrftrSr, t b, toTptjv;- 
m, JTffPi-eooioa (’rfrfi'T mrj 5394 ), rep tprft 

wftrPrqp, ins-: (1952 vr i9) (fat wt ufa mmi HVT 
flfitPm«ip i Hitt) v) srrrr 17 nft stoto (ot) % mffa 
fan apt % far fa*n I; 

efrr tBffJT imTtrpt ft »m | fa ott wm t 

wHrft, fatr ^«pp xtfaTpT ht ffam fan faq-f $■ 

etTTtfN tfarc trin f*m imjfav vtxrr Mr * wfa Rhrr 
jfprr t t tfipfa RST T% t *AT 3t WnfaTftff % fan J 
tpurt rt tfipfa) t xrfbT vw*,R (f 9 ft xufarft fanSr Rfarr 
Mr, 1 976 (fat Mr wt rirtt Mr rrt |) 
* rM ?; 
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[stut ll-upr? 3(ii)] gretTi Tpm'^rrV t, m.t/fata n, tarn 


*TT: fafaffa HTtfl?, TTfi WftrffaW fat srfTj 17 ipr 7W1TT 

(2^) tttt nrfimt nfaEr sprfa 57 fak b.nfa 34m 
sr^fai it ffaffaftre w? fa xrtrra: jct, ^ ?frtr a 4 fal 

«rarf?r % ffar wi wfarr fa *rfa wit % tmfi fa %s kfr fc1 

*n?ft 

1. w ptitt % iiifvtT fa ffafanrr sn^ftw v)ffa*h ffaffa 
xr,>m ?rffa*FTTi fat fafar ffasrfafacrf fafant fak fafa fast tfam ott 
ffafraDT % fan fafar Tjffaark rth fakrr fa) favjrtr etttt, to- 
m <rt ffafe"a <ik 1 

2 . f-WfaFF, dfa fa-^sm SMPff TT RfRT RTiT fat flTTTffa 
% 15 far % farrix skra vkrr aft fa*fru irortT, 3 *?r wffrfata fat 
trrtT 17 far ^Ttrrrr ( 3 t) % »r»* (t) % tor tmn , -*wr're 
fafit*? <rk 1 

3. *rr<ffaF fafarr *fahr fa am??? fa, fatr% tr^fa ikmft tt 

tst an^r, fartfarff arr rp-jt faar >srkT, fawr faiffamr ar 1 tknr, 
fa'srfar arr fatrw swk art aara *rrfc at $, fpfa 

•nfa irafr wi Ti faffaar jrti fan unfair 1 

4 faafaar, %7ffta ntartr jttt rut xpjfatffaR m’jffpF «ffar 
fafa fa ffahfat aft tp afa, fak aw grfai *mm ffarr arn, 
aa tr fafam aft srffa wr ar^MTfaft aft Rjtmr afr am fa 
Ttrfal yw amt an w-iwrn, wm fa at Ruftm afan 1 

s. aft afar mr ar^nfr, fa anfarfa a fan ffaftj a?r nr 
wt xrfwffaRR % %rofa yz rtr-rr ffafar wr aft ■*ifaa ffafsr an 
Ryfa fa am ot% ram Sr ffafatffar ffafar arrrrr i fat, ffaffaar 
trnjff* am fan % tww % *a if mran anr afarr 

fat nmfr arvct wrawar fafaaa >irtrfra faaa fast fanr fa 
afarr 1 

6 . afa naa fan % vtfra <F 4 artfaff fa TTt*»j aw^ aan; 

«n^ ft fa, fafaaar arm fata % toY-t afamfrfa fa 

wr arnrat Sr n^fan aa Sr rjfij aft wrSr fa mtar afar 
ffafa fa: fatiftiff % far m^%a; fam wn % amfa gama 
arra% tra <mfa Sr wfam wav-a |f, fa aan fam % fata 
anpla 1 1 

7. jftm »afa if fatfr ara % 5‘fa $<t fa, akffafr 
aafaft aft rp>j at far tafa % fata nfa tarn an taw St 
am fa farnff fa mt am Sr rfa rjtnr, aa fat afar tfaa 
% Rfaa ?>tr at, {aatfaa amxrft % faftrar faffa/arafaffafr aft 
afm % w if faat tar fa Sr wart % rrtrat tam an fara 
afar 1 

8 anjffa faar fata % Trr-srt if art far farftaa, arfar 
a fat fafo *1^ afafara % yf ar^ataa S; fan afa ffarr trimr 
fart nfa fafa farftna St afaarfwf Sr at aflr^a sara nia 
fa a traar fa, farjafaffa afam fafa attfara, arrai arafaaa 
fat Sr $ afaarfwf fa *mr fakafa nro afa an faaawan 
natrt fair 1 

9 , fa* ffart aamatr, wm fa arfanfa, arfara faaa fa^i 
fann fa mr arfaVn fanr tana fa, ffaSr tarn afar tmr aar | 
nfaa afa tf mfa ai an *fan fa afan arfarrfWr fa srmr 
fafa afar arrfa ffatrr fafar Sr am fa nrrfa |, rir^ ftp ft 
ar nanfr ^ 1 

10 nfa ffatft antmnrr, ffafapiT mr ffarn nrfaar fa fana, fat 
artfan famr faar famr fans art, faffam an tfarn arfar ir trtmrtr 


t?m t fart tiWr fa «im fa mfa ffai armr t fa, 
fa m trafa' 11 

11 . ffafrsrar jrtr fafmw fa farm fa ffaq aq fartfr anfanam 
fa tarr fa trwat fa nm ffafarffafat nr fnffaar mftfat 
fa fa nffa m n fa ^ jjTrfr fa nan tfam fa arnTfatr ?tn, farm 
armfa fa tram an nerttarffam ffafakra: nt ?nrr t 

12 . nan tman fa nfau fa ffafananr, tm tfarn fa arfam mfa 
arrfa ffafat mrm aft ^'rfa at mrfa ?amt rnn ffanffafam/faftrar 
mfttr't aft farmyn tarn an famn nmtnv Sr fart mfaa; aarr fa 
nitfam fawn farm fmm Sr farmsm tarn rrnn 5 'tfa fa mn fan 
% fatrt rjffafamt arkrr 1 

[ffontro-35014/41s/82-fato r 7 <no-ll] 

S.O. 42.—Whereas Messrs Ponds (India) Limited, No, 26, 
Commander-in-Chief Road, Madias-600108, (4 N /5394) (here¬ 
inafter referred 10 as the said establishment) have applied 
for exemption under ,,ub section (2A) of section 17 of the 
Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act (10 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employees of the said establishment are, without making 
any separate contribution or payment of premium, in en¬ 
joyment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of 
the Life Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of 
Life Insurance which are mere favourable to such employees 
thun the benefits admissible under the Employees Deposit- 
Linked Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as 
the said Scheme) ; 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act und subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said establish¬ 
ment from the operation of all the provisions of the said 
Scheme for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1, The employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund 
Commissioner, Tamil Nadu, maintain such accounts and 
piovide such facilities for inspection, as the Central Govern¬ 
ment may direct fiom time to time, 

2, The employer shall pay srch inspection charges as th 
Central Government may, fiom time to time, direct unde 
clause (a) of sub-section (3 A) of section 17 of the said Ac 
within 15 days from the close of every month, 

3, All expenses involved in the administration of tl 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accoun 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, trans" 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc, shall 
borne by the emyloyers. 

4, The employer shall display on the Notice Board 
the establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group 
surance Scheme as approved by the Central Governm 
and, as and when Rmended, alongwitb a translation of 
salient features thereof, in the langaugc the majority 
the employees. 

5, Whereas an employee, who is already a member 
the Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund 
an establishment exempted under the said Act, is empk 
in his establishment, the employer shall immediately e 
him as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and 
necessary premium in respect of him to the Life Insur 
Corporation of India, 

6 , The employer shall arrange to enhance the be 
available to the employees under the Group Tnsu 
Scheme appropriately, if jhe benefits available to the 
ployetB under the said Scheme are enhanced, so tha 
benefits available under the Group Insurance Schenv 
more favourable to the employees than the benefits t 
sible under the said Scheme. 
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7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group In¬ 
surance icheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme he less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the 
said Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the 
kgal heir/nominec of the employee as compensation. 


3. Ruffin sfr*rr rAr % rtort r, ffiRfi rptotr wurphi *pt 
tst tort, fRRrffiRt tf sfrjt Apr, totf, toikf toIrrr to hrir, 
formt «ft Attr, ftfinr rrtA to htor wrfc fit $■, £rt tor 
rrt wpfr *pt r$t ftRlrr srcr fro» titot t 


h. No amendment of the provisions of the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme shall be made without the prior approval 
of the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner Tamilnadu 
and where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the in¬ 
terest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner shall before giving his approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of 
view. 

9. Whetc, for any reason, the employees of the said es¬ 
tablishment do not remain covered under the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme of the Life Insutance Corporation of India 
as already adopted by the said establishment, or the bene¬ 
fits to the employees under this Scheme are reduced in any 
manner, the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 


4 . Ptrptt, ifrfsrrq- rctot tra m tm'rf tt mijfijT Art 
rtor A ftRR'i fii i;f srfb, tfk uk tori totR rrittt fA'ir tir, 

RTO RR TffifffT ft Slfif TRT TRRifTRf fit arjjHTOi ft »nhr R 

torAt to srrfit «rr ifjrtr, ram fi fj;ttt-R£ tot jrrfvpr tAit i 

s. Rffi fiff Sri tottoA, fir wyi'd \fawr fsrftr to rf 
wt nrfafTRir A wtot sr rtrt fArot fir Mftwr Mr ft 

TOfft ?i RRFR sf, RhA TRTRR if fTRlffiT ffiRT TOTF £ tfT, fTRUTT 

Art ttor % rtw A »<r r 7wr ttr tot tAtt 
fih 3Wi totot triTOT TOfRRR rutor sfi *pt Art fmro ft 
rtf toto i 


10, Wheie, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life 
insurance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed 
to lapse, the exemption is liable to be cancelled. 

1L In case of default, if any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of 
asstnance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of de¬ 
ceased members who would have been covered under the 
said Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that 
of the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and In any case within 
7 days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life 
Insui ance Corporation of India. 

[No. S-35014(418)/82-PF. II] 
Too kto 43 -Thro a:Vo ii* VTRTfffrRR q°TO |tor rtstor 
flTwr?, srtfr r° 5rsrr At, £to?>fr, 

Atorv) ttort, (TfaRTr^-oftas) (fir# rrr rprA witf 
ott toti tort Jf) t t4toiA Mfawr Fife fitrjrfitA rrtotot 
wftrTm 1.952 ( 1 952*fi 19 ) ffiif^Rir srA rfrfj rtottMtorr 
TO jf TTf t) fit ottt i7ff tmiTi (tup) % rAt fun upt $ 
far st, Aarr fupqr $ ; 

fiA Attir rttot ft rrtsftt ft rrf | If totot trttor % 
fAriA, ftofr rrto rFhttr ri TOfRRR to rr,r Ppt farr r, 
’.tttor Aftt Art f-nR A RiTjfffT Airt fAr r mfTT Art 
thrift ^ThTRTf Rfir fhRifnff f Ptt 

R wf %■ Rfitf R'TfR ^ Rl Pt^T hlK-H Ah! Tfth, 

97 6 (fsrir ?RR TR% TTO.5J RTU WR >p^- wr I) f htflh 
FR Ps ; 

hr: fAftr tmtrr, tft RfWTtnr fi trisr 17*4 ttrttt 
’ f) jnii tot vrPfTRf ff frdbr ttA sfH t;n% to- 
pugtfr 4 frPrrT'T stA % truK -rm gq, rfi ?rnt 
Tir <W rlr FTRfer ¥ Ttt; rtt fAr % mat rrwtff % 
It if ^ Afr S;i 

WRfflf 

1 . TIT WITT ¥ RTR^R *1 farftmP RHfsPF fhfw 

,T TfATTR Yt Ajfr fkKffTTf AsfTfRtT Pfr tAtT TTT 
JOT % Tr pRi fffR'T q TOT TiAir ait tTOR RTOTT, RRR- 
qr fjpTO ft I 

> fthtTO, pR ftfi'WR TRnt Rtf TOT RIR ft RRrPff 1 ,S 

;t sItto tor ftnr A %tetr Rtm, m mftw Tt rttt 1 7 
tJTTT (3f) (t) t rstt rrr-rrr rt PtTtw ft I 


6- Rft RTR Rfti-R f STR-T tphTffpft ft TTRTJ Ttht Rftq 
Tft I fit, fTRtlfT Rrtjj^T RIRr TTi'R «ft RJIT TtfRrfttr ft 
grosj TIRRt jf RfjffiR »R tr Rftr Ti Tft Tf J-fRRCT TOt;, 
TtotT fr TRRifjRT % faq Rfij;f?[T fi'rrr wtr t wiR Trocrr 

TTRR TO Ttroi & RfUT RT^R ft, ft TOTTTiR T TtfiR R^R 

7 , RFjftr Art wir if Prtirtt % gq m, Rft firfir 
tArtA ft tjc^ to tpa ttir % wt r$r rro ^ tor r tr 

fir TRRlfir fit TO TOff R R*R ftfif, TO R? TOT TOiR % 

rAt lfr?rr fit, Ptrtrt trriA R (RTto: srifrR/TrRfTRfiirfif fit 

RfRTR % RR R fitfit TORI fi RTOT fi RXTTO TOR *T RRiR 
TtRT I 

8. RT^ffT RIRT TOl-R fi TORTtfi fifitfi vfi fffitRT, SAflRT 

'HpPtR {rfh mRTT fifRTOlT % tTRTlTO fi fTOT Tljt fTO 

KTRTT fitT Rft fTRi RsftRT A TRRrftfit fi ffT TO AtTOT 

RRK TOR Tf RRKTT ifl RfT, RAffif sifRuR ffifR WfqpT, 

RTO! %R R ^ TRTffTOt fit R'TOl ^fTifth RfST 

T! RffiT^TO TORT «Ri I 

9- Rffi ffiA TtTOTTOT, WPTT fi TRTi ft, '61 TOR fifTT fiihf 
fTRR TT TOT RfRffT RiRT TOlR T, ftriT TRTRT RfA WTO ^Tf 
& WRIT Tff Tf Rifi & Rf TOT TOiR fi SfRiR TOTRTfjRt ft RRT 
ftfi Rtfi TTRt fflRf <Tfir R TR ft Tltl? Tf Rf WT TOR TO ¥1 
RTRT 

10. rF< Ftri - TriTRifr, frrnrT tot fRRT TiAir % Arctt 
MT'C- fifR fifRT TORI ffiRR fRRT »TO, sfifhRR TT RRTR TTOT if 
RRTR TfTT fiA RfftTRl' FF *RTO1,T ft Rlt fRRT TfilT ^ fiT, 
t?r TRT fit TO RRtfii % | 

11. frormr arc fiffRRR fi rtir r ffifi Rq fTtfir 

URffiTR fi TO if TO RT RRRTf T TTRf'TOfifrfTRt Rr ffiftTT 

RffArt it fit Rffi Rf Kift a# ftfir fir tft wth fi 

RTORT ?tt, TORT TTrA % RroiR TT TOTTOTfRcR fTRTRT TT fTO I 

12. TOfR TRUTT fi RtTOTO if fAftTOP, ?R fAr fi RTTr Rft 
RT^T ffiRT RTOR A TfR At <TT Thfi fRTOT TTR fTOfsrfRRt/ 

"fTOftrr RtfAff fit fifRifir tort to r'tor ttotto r rtt rAt 

RWf t 8TTT fi fifRT TORT fTRR t STRICT TTR TORI f[A fi RfT 

ffir fi fifTt ^PtArt ttrt i 

[filRf tfRH-3S014/23 3/82-Rf 0 qT'1-2] 
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S.u. 43.—Whereas Messrs T. i, Investments find 1 1 .ides 
Puva.e Limited P.1L No 33, Vallum Rond, (Unit Tantex, 
i naniuvur), llianjavir (1N/6339) (hcieuiatter icfcited to us 
ili; said establishment) have applied ioi exemption under 
bub-section (2A) of section 17 oi the Employees' Eiovident 
Lunds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, P>52 119 of 1952) 
iheteinaftcr referred to as the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that 
the employees of the said establishment ate, without making 
any separate eonttibution or payment of premium, in en¬ 
joyment of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of 
the Life Insurance Corpoialion of India in the nature of 
1 ife Insurance which are more favourable to such em¬ 
ployees than the benefits admissible under the Employees 
Deposit-Linked Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter lcfctrcd 
to as the said Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hete- 
to, the Centuil Government hereby exempts the said estab¬ 
lishment fiom the operation of all Ihe provisions of the 
said Scheme for a period of three years, 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation lo the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Tamil Nadu, maintain such accounts and provide 
and provide such facilities lot inspection, as the Central 
Government may direct from time to time. 

2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as 
the Central Government may, trom time to time, diiect under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 days from the close oi every month, 

3. All expenses involved in the administiation of the 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of insurance premia, tiansfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc shull be borne 
by the employeis. 

4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board ot the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of Ihe Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and. as and 
when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient features 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employees. 

5. Whereas the employee, who is already a member of the 
Employees’ Provident Lund or the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, the employer shall immediately entol him 
as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay ncces- 
saiy premium in respect of him to the life Insurance Cor¬ 
poration of India, 

6 . The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits avail¬ 
able to the employees under thp Gtoup InsuiHnco Scheme 
appoipriatcly, if the benefits available lo the employees under 
the said Scheme aie enhanced, so lhat the benefits available 
under Ihe Gtoup Insuiancc Scheme are more favourable to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in Ihe Group In¬ 
suiancc Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that would 
be payable had employee been covered under the said Scheme, 
the employer shall pay the difference to the legal heir/no- 
m nee of the employee as compensation. 

8 . No amendment of the provisions of Ihe Group Insurance 
Scheme shall be made without the piior appioval of the 
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Tamil Nadu and 
hay) and where any amendment is likely to affect advciseb’ 
the interest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund 
Commissioner shall before giving his approval, give a reason¬ 
able opportunity to the employees to explain their points of 
view 

9. Wlherc, for any reason, the employees of the said es¬ 
tablishment do not remain covered under the Group In¬ 
surance Scheme of the I ife Insurance Corporation of Indie 
as already adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits 
to the employees under this Scheme are teduced in any 
manner, the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled 

10 Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
pi cmium ric. within the due date, as fixed by the Life In¬ 
surance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is liahle to be cancelled. 
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11. In case of default, il any made by the employer in 
payment of premium the lesponsibility for payment of as¬ 
surance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been coveted under the said 
Scheme but for giant of this exemption, shall be lhat of the 
employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any e.lse within 
7 d lys of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life 
Insurance Coiporation of India, 

[No. S. 35014(283 )/82 PF. II] 
fitfaWlo 4 4 ftpTJ rrfmr 't'T'TTf 3JR-9 6 

(nViR nfj/jsns) Tfin TffT7 774 77 r %) 7 TUT. fi V fiFR 

fjfti wV mrm TWtrurftifhiTff, tas: {ms? 7i 19 ) (fftft 
uwrr (2fit) ft 777 fifFaf777 T?T W £) fib ETDT 17 'fit 
777 fi.7% 7»7I^ STtjR IfjrfTT 7R ft hT7 71777 fftbl k ; 

'fit’srtf 7T»fir T fib (TUTOR ifl W JR *VT77 * 

fiOT-4T»~i, fftfi 777 fiff.pTR 7, sf ftpUT fib 7717 ffiD fw £f 
MTOR of .477 , ur famr fib rr, 7 bn; 7171 7 ft wi 7 if 77 

tt,7| ft rfi if 7,177 7J7 7if fiPtfifrUT ft fan 7 qf-rrrpfiT 

57 777*) it tfffkpr ITJfiTO £ -ft 777 fir f7fiftf 777 # 7 7, F T7b 7, 
197 6 (ffiif T7*f 57% UTBIT; 77=1 fit?I Rf &) ft fiftfR 

57T ¥, ; 

77, %7tiq 7TTR, TT7 trftJRUT 7, TO 17 fib -J77ITO 

(277) 5TPf tRTO Illtfi77T fit| St7t7 TT7 fflj 77f) TTRtfi 
fifu*[7r if wt fit *M7 TOR 777 t*fT77 fiTt tT 7 

7 ft rjrr KTTftiT M, prn -jfirr ptf 14 ip 7,4, 7777) ft TTifa ft ^7 

ftfi & I 

1. 747 *7)77 % 7TOMT if f77ftfifit StlftfsHt v fft«7 fftftf 
71777 (nfa*17tT) fift ^<ff ffi-fiffiffir ^?7l XfV r>ft fttjr TOfttt 
77T fTfilWfi % f<fi7 l>7Y ’jFfiJi't 7fir7 fiP7f ft) ftflrf7 7771(7, 
777-777 Tr fitft I 

2 f77TOT, bit f-mSTer n'ftU fib SfffiTT 7f7 7b 77lf r 7 fit 
15 frl fi> 7717 fit^cT 7(1 7777T, 777^171777 

17 fitt TTTTTr ( 37t) % 77 (fit) % TOR 777-777 
T7 fuffies fiti' I 

It TtJjff’.’fi 7*,7T 7777 % 77177 if, ffif7% VfR'bb 77 

^t TRf, fill 77^7 FfUl 7i7r, 7 7 1 rf,f777 Tf 77T7, 

Rifinfi 77 WR77, ffifitftw tft;T7T 17 77,7 7if7 71 (fl% 71 *T 
rjif, C77t fit! 71H fTfiLfiTt 93TT ffiRf tfirfiTT I 

4 . f77t7T, %7fi'7 TTfifif 5TO 77r IT'lTfRfi 7i7ffifit 7,7f 
rfii'R fit fufirfl fitf 7fi? 7b7, fiftr Rfif firvfr 777 77177 ffiT7l 7f|7 
77 77 fffiiltR fill 7f7 TSfl 7nHtf<fif fiti fiff **.T f U 7 

TTfitr W 7R|> 77 fifbqffi, P1T77 ^ tJ77t-T , 7 fir 9'rfw'T fittTT I 
s bFj fitf p7r t) fitujrr'fr v t Br-q fuftf 77 7i 

Tf 7 WftrfTbR ft WR TOTO fip ?t (fiTR fi^l v; ffiR ft-fa fit, 
^1 77FT 5, “Tft 77177 if f77rtbT7 l%7 of 7i ^ f(T, 
fft'fPlR Wftjftf.'fi BiTT fifit'R ft 7777 ft ¥7 if TTfib 717 d/rfi 
77 fi^TT ftVt, - 37 ft) BT77 WifiWfif tftf777 VJITtf-7 ^77 ft, 71 
f777 fid fitHt I 

h 7f7 7fi7 fiftR ft fiTOTfi 77571137) ftt TTfitfifi 777?! arfiT; 

on 7 ¥ n't, fTfilRfit 7i^fefit 7 )tt rftr7 ft tnf 7 TRfirrfW) vr 

WTTO TTOIfi') 7 77^77 *7 7f? fib fit'r fitfbft 

fft TUTlfR) ft Pfitr 7i7^fir ftiTT 7(5)7 ft 7W"b -74777 
57 7)1771 fi firfftfi) fif^fiR ?f, ft) Tfi 5 ! (7^7 ft 7tf7 ‘FRPf 
?l 
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7. UT FfTtiT Tf fftrffi HTff % ffU 4), sft fTffr 

ttoitoi tf *jt*j to w fpir ft: wars rnpr rw tor ?r 
ft sr "fTRsT^r sir w s»rr 4 jfpfr sw 
ft: «TtTi“ir ?tsr m, broNr TOhrUr % faftw ^rfar/ffm f-f?f»n#r 
whstf ft: vr if ftrfr tort % jFftc r tofto tor vr wtr 

i 

r, ffrff^fr s'mr Tor % amt ir iftf iff mrfm, srrftftTT 
fifror faftr srm, aft- t art % yr xraRtro ft: fror Rift fftror jrryrr 
xfk 5^t frofi wwftwar n ^tNrfroi $ firr to. nfir-p som t^I 
ftir TTATsar ?f sift, snftfsrr -.ifwr faftr xrrtjro, to 
ftft ft ys sr4srFa"r sTr wrar tow sn-ft ®pr jjPrsto 

tort tar i 

9 air frorr totot aa, pttto i vthrrfr, -tiTOR arsa 
atai faaa sfr tr TTi^fror tfiRr to?r ft:, froth totft tot wtot 
ft tor aft to roft ft, ar ror wdr ft; tor snWiftnf 
art mro rfra tiA arrat ftm - Yfa 4 fa w'r rod ft, 4r a? tro 
i y to ro war ft i 

in. aft faro tottoto fatfm; ror faro rrrftWft; tout, ro 
«T*ff*r roro 4ror faro fast qfa ifrfaTO to totr TOR *t 
want a^ai ft, %tr r . tfPtfTi aft totw ftr roft ftro roro ft tfr, 
t? tf tii toto ft i 

11 fw'rjrcT SFi sf.fim ft: tor 4 fa n , a' fftnfr *hf>m 
tfr tot ir, rot yaatw'r ft; t.aFrafftrfaaf m tsfav srfWfvt 
nfr, aft aft ®r a tfr at ijtfr at tot piffa ftr xroftn ifW, 
▼far wrat ft; *rtia tf awtaiPra ftaratr to iftar i 

12 7f*t wraa % 4aa it fafrirar, wnitr % atfia a,ft 

aiJr ftafv ataa vi ^ ifrft TO. aair ijtrtrT t afa^Wsaf/ftfaf: 
aifraf sir a aira mr* srf *ttra arroa. ir tftt aUft twr St 
arttffa aita aiar Praa ir arar^a ara aaa ft: art fftt 
k iffTO gfaRita arar i 

[a<> aao-35 01 'iOB r/e2-'froiya»3] 

S.O. 44.—Whereas Messrs Facit Asia Limited, Perungiiai, 
Madras-96 (TN/4805j (hereinaftei refeired to as the said 
establishment) have applied for exemption under sub-section 
(2A) of section 17 of the Employes' Provident Tunds and 
Miscellaneous Piovisions Act, 1952 (.19 of 1952) (heieinafter 
referred to as the said Act); 

And wheieas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employees of the said establishment are, without making any 
separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life Insurance 
which aic more favourable to such employees than the benefits 
adnii>Mb'c undw the Employees Deposit-Link Insurance 
Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter refened to a^ the said Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the povveis conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the .said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in (ho Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said establishment 
from the opeia'ion of all the provisions of the said Scheme 
for a period of three years, 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in iclalion to the said establishment shall 
submit such i etui ns to the Regional Provident Lund Com- 
rm i.in r fann] Nadu, maintain sm h accounts and provide 
such facilities for inspection, as the Central Government 
may diiect from time to time. 


2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government muy, from lime to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said 
Act, within 15 days from the close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved hi the administration of tke 
Group Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, 
submission of returns, payment of Insurance premia, transfer 
of accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be 
borne by the employers. 


4, The employer display on the Notice Board of the 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, a» and 
when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient featmes 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employees. 


5. Whereas the employee, who ij already a member of the 
Employees’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of an esta¬ 
blishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in his 
establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol him as a 
member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay necessary 
premimum in respect of him to the Life Insurance Corpo¬ 
ration of India. 


6 . Tile employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits 
available to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employees under 
the said Scheme are enhanced, so that the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme ate more favourable to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 


7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
would be payable had employee been covered under the said 
Scheme, the employer shall pay the difference to the legal 
hoirjnomlnee of the employee ns compensation. 

8 . No amendment of th provisions of the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme shall be mails without the prior approval of 
the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Tamil Nadu 
and where anv amendment is likely to affect adversely 
the interest of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund 
Commissioner shall before giving his approval, give a reason¬ 
able opportunity to the employees to explain their point of 
view, 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered under th* Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted by the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
employees under this Scheme are reduced to any manner, 
the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 


10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within tile due date, ns fixed by the life In¬ 
surance Corporation uf India, and the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exemption is Jjable to be cancelled. 

11. In case of default, if any made by the employer In 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of 
assurance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of de¬ 
ceased members who would have been covered under the 
said Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that 
of the employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the nominee! 
legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 days of 
the receipt of the ji:m assured from the Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 


[No. 8-35014(282)/82-PF. II] 
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[fll7 T1 -Tpr* 3 (ii)] 


TrTo 3*T° 4 3 --477 JfbiaYi fTftfY?, i-i, nivUT 

ir^fo iiiU 3io qriRRPi (rf^rirr) (qrnw/': jh), 

(f%% ttY * 7 T 75777 grr trt >mr fc) 4 tt 4 wi y fant ffrfsr 
wVsuM ttjtt* wfaf777, 19S2 ( i p5 2 73 ib) (WrwN^ 
tttth 373 wfafwr *r^r 7 tt |) vf trm 17 %r 37ur r r ('->*) 
% fpaV*r ®3 f«rr «nY % faq 77777 famr I ; 

T)V< %rjfl7 3X73X 77 77T7I7 ft 77T | f% 37<1 X7T77 
% Tnf'rrfr, f%tfr ij«pp wfwxrrr *rr srtf777 77 7%T7 faR 
iff, 'urTtfur 3177 4Vtrr fjrmr tffr xitt 777)7 % wwi 

#77 #7T % *7 if 77P# 727 ^jlf | xffr dif uni’TTfru't % ftpr 
$ 'KFf’i 77 777# 4 wlw w^tt f, -sir TofTT# 

#tt wnr i97« (f#r f77 xt% qxsrrq; 373 x%i7 «Pfr 77T 
t) % Wtfl7 W7JT3 | ; 

WIT. %3f)7 7X7TX, 373 vfEr|737 %T ETl 77 17# 3W7 
( 27) ffTXT SPTfT yrf7(pff 77 JTTP) 7X# ju tflx 3 ^ 7 # 77^# 

^ faRrf'i'T: mff % *rai7 xf% jxr, 373 77 m tY #7 7?T Tprfif 

% faw 373 *#7 % t# Twtff % jt7#t w | i 

"TO* 

1. 373 77177 % RT'tT if faqYw WltftTT 7fT«f ftftT WflJTTJ, 

ffRrvrr (wit-^) # fi# far-rMf ^#rr wVc frit Spjrr wm ttt 
fTttscT id fhx rfffr rjftrq 4 w’ttt 7r#rr mt 77fi'7 itwir, 777 - 
777 tx PrW«3 v* i 

2. fipflTW, 4if farther sTflirt vr sn^ wrw 4?r 

% 15 Apt % '•TfJTK rfarrir fit™ afr %nfl*T PTfUT, m wfirfm * 
«m:r 17 >*fr TrTffTTr (3 «f) % <*ui (»c) * wott www-wwit 
TT frrfic«3 fit I 

3. xrf«jf^F 4nrr wiw % srtrr'pr if, fiRW w^t4 ! t "funft xn 

xm ur.^rr Pmfar'Tf vr frnrr jiht, ffwr rfffWr 'wt to, 
irnTTit TTf WTXW, fttism iTTTTXf ITT Wflf XTlPf WT fft TT% TT*ff 
wpfr ■kt f44f7rT jttti Ppwt 'srrnwr i 

4 . fHwrfr, ^n-fi'q xtxttx ffTxr irwr wi^fipr qtwr 

wfrt % fTtqttt t!t nf?r, wVx m x'vfr ^if wnfitFT ftrwr ^itt, 
w 'Jtt TfuffOT iff dfir ffisrr qnfwtfxqf fff Jt; 4«irr tfi wnr it 
; 3xmff ^WT *nxff xrr W^TTT, WT^T % ^RT-qf3 qx SqfxtTT <f4-qr 1 

5. wfa *ffrf 4 pr qr^^ffi, xfr qnr^tf wfirar Wir qq wr 

ott wft'Pm % wtfiq Tjx srrer ftrwT xwm qfr fqfij ^ 
qfir iff Traxw |, ‘3xr% wixt if fttfrf’rr Pwr ^rrxxr t 4t, ffprYw, 
xrnjf^fi 4nrr xrffw % ^q if wfi frnr ip^T 

xftx XW frxx WTWf qffqqq wnTfTq 4tTT 4i q, fqqw xt 
qqTi fitxrr i 

0 v TX’T xqfhr t wtfrq xrjfirrfpjt tfr tito ttw? w^ft 
t(T^ | fft, pTifTTrxT wpjf^r 4f»rr xrffw % wtfPr xn^rfxwT xif 
wn 'frm'f 4' ffijf^T fqfr^-Riqff wTroT^T ftrqtfq; 
Trf^fxifr % frrn; Tn>jffqT w'iwt xTriw wtN wtju 
qrniTf arffw ft, iff wrw % wwiqw^tM ^ i 

7 . Wf^fT 4twr if fwfff arrr % ^ jfT ulr irfx 
qnfxrffr qTr ij'x tx ^ % whix ttXjt w xxtw 4 qnr 

$ off qnf^fxf qff tpt xurr if 4^r ft4r, ttw xf xtt wri? % wifPr 
ffxr xfr, fitfNT TTTfqrfr % ftrfwxr arrfxxr/qfwPrxftrrff ^ nfirfrx 
% tt if xtq’f xqrqf % tnirx % «rxnr Txrq qrr xrxrq qriTrr i 


8. pnjfeiT afurr pfiw % gT^^tfr 4 xfrf *fr qxfmx, srrtfw 
qffrai fxfj ?r 7T7T (q'T, n-f) % ■jt Tpmtrr % faqr ^iff 

fqxn 'STfiTin wtx TTTTT f%Wt qWtErX 4 TT4wifx4T ip fipi <TX 
TTf*T l P'q qwrq 73 4 W ffWRTl ft, 7ft WTtfWflfq'R Ww Wi^fTI , 
wqqf w^rtrq Tt 4 qrtfTffxirt *ft m ffilxqim' fpx 
qrxt wt qftxMxq wwx i 

9 fwr xrrx'irxi)i, xhtr % qnrqrfi, wrpf.q nfi'Tq ^iwr 
ffpTJT qt T7 TTi^ffn w'on T, fqrit xwm Tfif wri ^ttt 
| Wff'iT F(ft Xf HTTP f, FT TP XTiXT X, W»f ; T >pIT I XTfx7Tt Tf TTTPT 
fit qTrqtfiTff'T xtPt if xr ft ^rt tr irf tjx x^x tf ^rr 

0T>flf I 

10. wft fwi TixTiRxr, ftwtjRf Mtt wilier t wrnx, tr 
Trrxtrq fxFT 4 ttt ft’m ftwi v?, sfiftnw xtt nfxrq qrxt if 
txtw xfftr t, sfVx qTftxfi tt "rwra ft wt ftw unm ft rfr, 
ijr xf nt th emff f i 

11. fatMir irxr qtfwriir etxra t fapr nn fqrtrnqfR'rw 
Vi XXTT if 77 rj3 TTXHt % 717^^77(71 ftf»W 7. r fX7[ Tft 
»ft Tfx 7f ®X 7 tf 7t ftflt eft 7T3 XTTf7 % WRlfa ffff, 
tiTT qiTTTt % WT7 77 37X7TfiP7 f77tJ|7T 7X fY-ft I 

12- 3TW X7T77 t 777 t ftrfYnTT, f7 X7?1'7 id Wlfi7 
Wit 7rt ftTTf 7W ^r »JT^ ftt 7X 37% SfTXtTX TTWft'fftrt’TTi/ 
frftJTT 7;'f>xff TTf afi7T*n X7T7 7T, 47T7 TTTTTT % Xltx 7?4 tt 
57T a VfTXnt'7 3fl77 ff7t ft77 if %7Tlf7 XX7 777 ftt % 
7T7 fX7 % WifTX «ri7l I 

[4“ X(7-3 so 14/ 4<)a/82Jfr t)[7,-2j 


lS.O. 45.—Wht-ieas Messrs Unitron Limilerf, 1-2, Indus¬ 
trial Area, N.I.T. Faiidatmd, (Haryana) 1PN/238) (herein- 
alter referred to as the said establishment) have applied 
for exemption under sub-section 12A) of section 17 of the 
I mployecs’ Provident bunds and Miscellaneous Provisions 
Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter refeired to as the said 
Act); 

And whereas, the Ccntinl Government i s satisfied that the 
employees of the said estahUihment aie, without making 
any separate contributions or payment of premium, in en¬ 
joyment of benefits lin ler tile Group Insurance Scheme 
of the Life Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of 
Life insuiance which are more favourable to such employee! 
than the benefits admissible under ihe Employees Deposit 
Linked Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to ai 
the said Scheme); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject to 
the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, the 
Central Government hereby exempts 1 lie said establishment 
Lorn the operation of all the piovisioi <■ of the said Scheme 
for h period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Protident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Haryana (Chandigarh t, maintain inch accounts 
and provide for such facilities foi inspection, as the Central 
Government may dneet from time to lime. 

2. The employer shall pay huch inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of Section 17 of the said 
Act, within 15 days from tlr close of every month. 

3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Group 
Insurance Scheme, including Maintenance of accounts, sub- 
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"At sp irTpiJ, TT PVT ^ ff TH FTETT % 

n ;,T , f f-f Ttn; nffa-j f 77 AfWT -fa 7 f=Tff fvRr 4 , ifa Tf 
* iff 6 'tt; pf-.'fl !p Tr.^f^T A rrr fa If T far ff CT 7 pf if HT % l?ff 
A Ufa UST fa I fat ffa fasrffaT % faff 7 qirfa Tff T.lUTt 
A faffT 3pJ<M | ff; fapr.f fafal IT?tFT SHC fall? 

lt.ii (ffar ufa ifar qwiq to fair wf\ if.-fi I) 

V'f a ‘far Wasfa B , 


mission oi t^l.m r>_, pa*.-neat cf insurance pisrnia, Lansfar of 
tx t .1 ’ , p.vu.c i u 1.1 n .tun v.h >rgLi, c c. .hail he borne 
by tiie employer. 

4. The employer ■'hall disp’ay on the Notice Benid of 
the tstahlrhment a copy of the mbs of the Group Insu¬ 
rance S.heme as approved by the Central Government and 
as and v lien amended alonpv.ith a translation of the salient 
features thereof, in the language of the majoiity of the 
employees. 

5. Whceas an employee, who i„ already a member of the 
Employees Provident bund or the Piovident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, the employer shall immediately enrol him 
as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay 
ne'essaiy piemtum ’n lespect of him to the life Insurance 
Corporation of India. 

6 The employer shill arrange to enhance the benefits 
avail .ble to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefits available to the employee^ under 
the said Scheme a><- enhanced, so th. t the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favourable to 
the employees than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 

7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insu¬ 
rance Scheme, if on the deffh of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that 
votrll fee pavabE hail "mplov.e been covered under the 
said scheme, the employer shall pav the dilfeierce to the 
legal heir/mminee of the employee as compensation. 

8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insurance 
Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of the 
Regional Provident bund Commissioner, Haryana (Chandigaih) 
and where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the in¬ 
terest of the employees, the Region il Provident Fund Commis¬ 
sioner shall before giving his approval, give a reasonable 
opportunity to the employees to explain their point of view. 

9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said 
estab'i hment do not remain cov-ied under the Group In¬ 
solence Scheme of the life Instance Corporation of Tndia 
as a’reudy adopted by the saffl e«t iblMiment. or the benefits to 
the employees under this Scheme are reduced to any manner, 
the exemption shall be lifaie in cancelled. 

10. Where, for any iei-.cn. f he imolover fails to pav the 
premium e f c. within the dec ’do -, ff ;d by (he life Insu- 
ance Corporation of Tnd'p a"d the policy is allowed to 
lapse, the exempTfan is ’T Off- *0 bj cancelled. 

11 In case of default, if en>' made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of assu¬ 
rance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would, have been c veTed under the said 
Scheme but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of the 
employer. 

12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in ;elation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominee/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 7 
days of the receipt of the sum assured from the Life Insu¬ 
rance Corporation of India. 

rNo. S-35014 (408M82-PF. IT] 
'SToSTto 45 — ffaf fffanq Tiff ffU t|7[TfiT!rfiT=pprr Mw, 

*ff*<r strffar arifTrffirurrufsiq, farrerrq afaT/ 3107 ). 

fffar ffTffuT ■jqq urr fa % Tfarrfa -affair 

fffpcf faff tfafa WPS! tTpjfffrPT, 1U52 (tU52*U lfa (Gif 

wf pt% qrqrq fairffanr nm I) AY arm 17 AY 
^rartr ( 2 fr) % arafa m fen wiA % faff arfeqar ffarr I ; 


TTU Afe.ff JT f -rtT fa'jfamq AY ff.U 17 U 

tthui (24?' gm fafaifa u stCk qrfa fn faff sfar 
trqjfa A faffarq 'faf % rAt -far it, ipu um 
fat A?r aff t, %nia % fan tu 7 % ff'4v ^ritfl % aqffff 

ft zz | 1 

1 TO T'tm % ftisj if faTUrr sritfaa: v.FirTt firfij 
ta raU. All faf, fau%IT ^Shl tftv faf TrJ’K cTNT farr*-- 
5TUT fa fan ffffi fffasr.if iffarr. Af if ffvTTU uTiFf-ffirtr ffT 
art I 

2. fasfTTai, faf fu >tP=T ff .AT Sfcff'T ff.TT ffiTificl 

T 13 iLff % ffidt 4>hl 7ft HTTfiA, WffffiRlt 

U Sic; 17 I 1 ' ■UPIlTt (3T) % ITCS (*) % tUf.H JT«PT-rfrrci 

qr I 

3 . nruf^F 4 ffr if, faq-% tff?pk Tsfal 

qri TJ5T Tflff, f-fTrf'ipff 37 fur tf ITT tflqqu TT 

ffqru, tr^mT u »faur. fare'll st-itut~T 4T7uft <r ?Td 

qfa ffff, 3^41 q.‘f Ufffr fnhfaT 5P7 f-TTi 37 yu | 

4 faffrre, nun t sto trffifffitw trffffp; afa u 

% Pm"! »?r ff-p trfa, tilt si? ^afi Tprif trArsm four, ^tt, 
T4 T*r tfmscr u qfa nvr T*faiNI w rr utt ir 

TOU UOT LiffT 4>r tiuns, flPB % Tt Siqfaff UAll 

5 . 4 ?lf faff p'-faT, qft qi-jffflU Vlfacrr ff-rfa u rrr 

upr % «ra>r st artr fa»fr H?f'ifwffffsrqif 

i t?q% fqff if fwrfad fun Tfnrr I eft, fqq'Rqr 

ffiqfiq; afru w.it % % t?q if Wi ffur "<# qtfarf 

tik "pur ffi^a q faffiT v.rTuq affar fqqq qft 

g qn qibirr i 

6 qf? ttl uru % m'rf qjqfa'ffaff -u uurasr qmr^ qfrt 
ufa | fa fqqRqT ffi*frfaT Am tAfa % wfaq qrqT.ftfa fa 
Turstr qrqAt ir tnjfaq i?q if afe fa arfa fa aq^mr fafar 
fa qrqfaiftqf % faff A.iffarT Affr *Ahr % srfaq uTtmr 
qrm^ qq qrrfaf A wm-rq |t, fa sur % wfaq um 
sq ? i 

7. ffitrffar Amr fa u if faAr anq % |fa iff Ar, qfe fafa 
qrq^rf, Ai fffff qr iff % u'i'U Afar tut Tqrq A qm 
If fa qriT’Trfa fa tpt ft Afar srer q? tto farq% 
trArq farr fa, fuffaqr qrAurfa % faffafi n ffarfafaAAftrfa fa 
sffaPt % qq A fafa tqrfa % Afft % artiqx Tqrq rr ifa.q fanr • 
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8. ffnjf^rr ^trt wh * tovhT *r <r?r$ sft totto, Hrtfiw 
vifarcir faffr w^rt, tsttx % yl sFjrffaT % fan Tff fair 

WTOi «ftT fan RSltTO ^ * f&T >TX flffTTO 

!wt *r wmi $1 jrr^fsrv trfatr Prftr wr^m, tott 

w^rfar tfr srni ufavW m to* w 

Ufar^w tot *nr 1 

»• nflt faff toxtost, wm % xuWrft, nrnft? wt«rr tfr>n 
far* *r to jrnjf^p tfrcn %, wm u^fr tott sin 

| wfiff tiff x? Tiif f, ut to wtn % whVt Tn^f(jfr Vi sto 
5ft *rr* <snrt fxrcft ^tfs ft to |'r , m* |, n> ^ xv» *t «n 
arof i 1 

10 . nfo: Mt ■mxrto, fartnw to faro ffrfrtr * ntfrr, 
at 'nrarl'tr Tfat tfrirr faro fare V*, sftfapr tt wto to* 
if toto x$m t srtx >Tvt>rw) *t «mer ?t tt* fan ^rrm i nt 
^ x%v *t v*r TOmfr f 1 

11 faffaK (TO sfffaw * WTO if fa( W( faff *trf*TO 

*1 mm n, to *[s TOnff * wn PrfflnftErf m faro? «nfaff *t 
*t, Tfir ?t( fc h ft >r< (tiff nf ww wfn % TOriur 15ft, >0*1 
tow! % wro to TOUT!fro faftro <rt (fnr 1 

12. ~m wm * tiro if faffau, to wfrn % wftw 
wt* «rr* fWf tpto tT ^ (tr tx to* ?toitx TOfafftrfaff/ 
fatro "rrfxrrf vt *tm(r?r xro to wro toxto fr *ffx srofav 
tot if nroffit «ffTO «ft*T Pin* * tfrirtm xro arw (f% * 
«tk fat * tffax 'ifMfro afaiT 1 

[d» to- 3 s 014 / 419 / 8 2 -^f <■ qxR- 2 ] 


S.O. 46.—Whereas Messrs Indian Drugs and Pharmaceuti¬ 
cals Limited, Post Office Balanagar Township, Hyderabad (AP| 
3107) (hereinafter referred to ub the »aid establishment) have 
applied for exemption under sub-section (2A) of section 17 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Pro¬ 
visions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952) (hereinafter referred to as 
the said Act); 

And whereas, the Central Government is satisfied that the 
employee* of the said establishment are, without making any 
separate contribution or payment of premium, in enjoyment 
of benefits under the Group Insurance Scheme of the Life 
Insurance Corporation of India in the nature of Life Insur¬ 
ance which arc move favouiable to such employees than the 
benefits admissible tinder the Employees - Deposit-Linked 
Insurance Scheme, 1976 (hereinafter referred to as the said 
Scheme); 


Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2A) of section 17 of the said Act and subject 
to the conditions specified in the Schedule annexed hereto, 
the Central Government hereby exempts the said establishment 
from the operation of all the provisions of the said Scheme 
for a period of three years. 

SCHEDULE 

1. The employer in relation to the said establishment shall 
submit such returns to the Regional Provident Fund Com¬ 
missioner, Hyderabad, maintain such accounts and provide 
such facilities for inspection, as the Central Government may 
direct from time to time, 

10*5 Gl/82—8, 


2. The employer shall pay such inspection charges as the 
Central Government may, from time to time, direct under 
clause (a) of sub-section (3A) of section 17 of the said Act, 
within 15 day* from the close of every month. 


3. All expenses involved in the administration of the Group 
Insurance Scheme, including maintenance of accounts, sub¬ 
mission of returns, payment of insurance premia, transfer of 
accounts, payment of inspection charges etc. shall be borne 
by the employer. 


4. The employer shall display on the Notice Board of ine 
establishment, a copy of the rules of the Group Insurance 
Scheme as approved by the Central Government and, as and 
when amended, alongwith a translation of the salient features 
thereof, in the language of the majority of the employees. 


5. Wlhereas an employee, who is already a member Of the 
Employee*’ Provident Fund or the Provident Fund of an 
establishment exempted under the said Act, is employed in 
his establishment, tlv employer shall immediately enrol him 
as a member of the Group Insurance Scheme and pay neces¬ 
sary premium in respect of him to the Life Insurance Corpo¬ 
ration of India. 


6. The employer shall arrange to enhance the benefits avail¬ 
able to the employees under the Group Insurance Scheme 
appropriately, if the benefit* available to the employees under 
the said Scheme arc enhanced, so that the benefits available 
under the Group Insurance Scheme are more favourable to 
the employee* than the benefits admissible under the said 
Scheme. 


7. Notwithstanding anything contained in the Group Insur¬ 
ance Scheme, if on the death of an employee the amount 
payable under this scheme be less than the amount that would 
be payable had employee been covered under the said Scheme, 
the employer shall pay the difference to the legal heirs/ 
nominees of the employee as compensation. 


8. No amendment of the provisions of the Group Insurance 
Scheme shall be made without the prior approval of the 
Regional Provident Fund Commissioner, Hyderabad 'and 
where any amendment is likely to affect adversely the interest 
of the employees, the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner 
shall before giving his approval, give a reasonable opportunity 
to the employees to explain their point of view. 


9. Where, for any reason, the employees of the said estab¬ 
lishment do not remain covered under the Group Insurance 
Scheme of the Life Insurance Corporation of India as already 
adopted hy the said establishment, or the benefits to the 
employees tinder this Scheme are reduced in any manner, 
the exemption shall be liable to be cancelled. 


10. Where, for any reason, the employer fails to pay the 
premium etc. within the due date, as fixed by the Life Insur¬ 
ance Corporation of India, and the policy is allowed to lapse, 
tiie exemption is liable to be cancelled. 


11. In case of default, if any, made by the employer in 
payment of premium the responsibility for payment of assur¬ 
ance benefits to the nominees or the legal heirs of deceased 
members who would have been covered under the said Scheme 
but for grant of this exemption, shall be that of th e employer. 


12. Upon the death of the member covered under the 
Scheme the employer in relation to the said establishment 
shall ensure prompt payment of the sum assured to the 
nominees/legal heirs entitled for it and in any case within 
7 days of the receipt of the sum asstired from the Life Insur¬ 
ance Corporation of India. 


[No. S-3 5014 [419182-PF.H]! 
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fkvff, 8 fcRtRT, 198 2 


New Delhi, the 8th December. 1982 


tpTo 47 .—%^ rttit TRRrCf r1n*r fafa 

WfR, 1952 % kf 4 % NT-far (l) % 5FJRTR if 

Rk rttct rttrt % crthrir nr wtnr *f)t NfkjNRr 
NOT! TR° srro 2143, RRVsT, 9 NRRT, 1974 T?T 

wfsraRr ttr |tt, tnnr ter % fm hr n^pt 
RplfiT R3T RiR RiTRt t, fNRR f^TPlfRfNcT 3Rfk 
m, OTlfa— 


RETR : 

1. RfNR, faflR RTTIR SPR fkpTR 

NR Slk TtNRR fTRTR, 

RfkflNR, RrNtRRT I 

RTRT : 

2. RRRfRR, 

NR NP- TkfTR fTRTR, ! TRR ?R^R fa ffrerffN 
RfRRTNR, RPTlfPR I HP fadfT RLT R SRI 

3. facrflR RNfNRR, . f fWTT Tt SRpRi 
NR Rk TtRRrT foilR, 

RfRRpRR, RtRl'RRP I 


S. O. 47.—In pursuance of sub-paragraph (1) of paragraph 4 
of the Employees’ Provident Fund Scheme 1952 and in super- 
ssion of the notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Labour No. S O. 2143, dated tho 9th August, 1974, 
Central Government hereby sets up a Regional Committee for 
tho State of Gujarat consisting of the following persons, namely: 

Chairman : 


1. Secretary, Appointed by the Central 

Labour and Employment Government 
Department, Sachivalaya, 

Gandhinagar 


Members t 

2. Deputy Secretary, ~\ Twopersonsappointcdbythc 

Labour and Employment I Central Government onthe 

Department, Sachivalaya [ recommendation of the 

Gandhinagar i State Government. 

3. Financial Advisr, ( 

Labour and Employment 1 

Department, Sachivalaya, I 

Gandhinagar J 


4. Shri Rajnikant R. Nagari, 
Managing Director, 
Nagan Mill Co, Limited, 
Ahmedabad. 


5. 

6. 


Shri B.B. Patel, 
fngarml Rand India, GIDC, 
N’.roda, Ahmedabad. 

Shri J .yantilal M. Shah, 
Gujarat Chambers of Com¬ 
merce and Industries, Post 
Box No. 4045, Ranchhodlal 
Marg, Ahmedabad 


"1 Three representatives of 
] employers appointed by 

| Central Government in 
consultation with organi- 
J“ sations of employers in the 
I State. 

i 


4 . NT TRffrRTRr Rite RrRft, ^ 

SRRfflk'IR, 

RTRTf fRN Rn frfRRT 
RJRRRIR I 

5 . <sff Rfo sffo t$n, 
klTRtR far TptRTr, 

Rio Rife Tfo Rfo, 

RTtRT, NfJRRRTT | 

6. Nt NTRlklTN Rifo tnTR, 

RRTTtT RfRT RTR TiPRf 

rntf ^TRlkr, 

'fkTTTRRo 4045 , 

TRtftf NET RTR, 

I 

7 . NT R^ffa? Nlf ko Tr#, 

RJRRRR fRN RR^T TpR- 

RR,NTR 5 TRT%R 7 R^r 
RJRTIRTT I 

8 . Nr RRNTrR RRo TJN, 

RRTN 

JjfRTR, 

BTfRRnr I 

9. NrRRk RRyff, 

Reft, 

TrfR+'N tp 3 f|T BRT, 

RTRTPJTf TfR, 

RlRkTTT I 

[RRTTrI- 200 1 2/2/7S-'-fT^ ^ V- 2] 


7. Shri Arvindbhai D- Dave,’ 
Ahmedib^d Mill Mijdoor 
Union, Opposite Khanpur 
Gttc, Ahmedabad. 

8, Shri Mangaldas S. Patel, 
General Secretary, 

Textile Labour Union, 
Nadiad. 


9. Shri Samir Mansoori, ] 

Mantrl, J 

Chemical Majdoor Sabha I 

Fatepura, 1 

Near Yakutpura, j 

Vadodara J 

[No.V-20012/(2)/78-PF-IT] 

spin NT® 48—%R?fR OTE RRRrk RpRR ftfa 
*RjR, 1952 fad 4 %RT-TTT ( l) % R^RTRRRk 
RKR RTTTT % cRVIvflR NR RNTNR Rt nTn^RRT 
NRRf Rl° Nr° 1052, RlffR 22 RUf 1975 4?T 
NffJRTRT RtrR JR, fRJTT TF5R % fNR R 7 -5 

RlRfR TT R5R YTrft fNRR fdTRfRfN'R RtR, 
NR^.‘— 


RERN : 

1. RfRR RR RTRTcT, . ksEf RTR1R IlRT 

fRjrT RTTIT, fRRRR I 

NRRk TkrRrr fwiR, 

RTRT I 


TTTR R TtfRlfTRl T 
Rn3R%.RTTRlf if %4Sk 
wr.^jx 5TO pErar Nrjf- 
RrfVTT % ’ RjRfRftT I 



59 


qrcs hitT nmw:apmf t, 198 3 /t>i ii, 1904 


[rfi If—w 3 (ii)] 

7RPT : 

2. spTWrg'Rr, 

fuRu. *rc^n:, 

Tfaprn: faunr, 

TRUf I 

3. 

fsrfTC fP3>TT, 
sr'Tsfk Tbnrrc, 
trbt 1 

4. m vfto fro mfam, 

fi^r fr('4 '■(, 

RUff f^^P^TT ^ fRyfl 

fufuil, 

¥pm ^PT 33 : I^K fet, 
fw qmfa- 
chift) fsprr URrufar:, 
fo^rr 1 

5. sfttfb q*ro far, 
ufro ti 4m 1 t 4 r t" uftfTrfr, 

2TJT ^ftfaufTtitTur 
uVr*fTfeu *po f?ro (fV^rT 
WF-fru fnrtfirjUR), trir- 
3 1, «ft itojtwc, qraprr-80000 1 ., 

6. s 4\^<To FfT° ^"T, 

, TTffmr 

fa-fairy, 

TO Spffi, W7H ft?, 

(fofn: rtnt wrs wrtf), 
qRur-sooooi 

7. sftufo aft TpTU'T, 

^ntn, 

iirfar %5n: ^ppt, 
yp^y Prfrrf?, 
favfT Fi41 < WT, fa^TT I 

8. >4^ ^nzir f%r^, 

Eq(7(fay, 

'+,ii '11 i 4 < RRiFT Jjf'T^PT, 

4?PT?r jjTh^h, ufaR, 

TT7T-594, RfUJTiT, ffafar 
(spRTC) 

9 . »sfr dTjf fasfrc hr fa?, 

Rfau, 

WdF^rpp rtu ^farr 
f Trtfa, 4 , mvm 

RE^, HTqdRT-800 504. 

[4»3TT4t-20012/8/78-qFo trqjo 2 ] 
no!po RgTlf, W Rfaaf 


S.O. 48,—In pursuance of sub-par.agi aph (1) of paragraph 4 
of the Employees' Provident Fund Scheme 1952 and in super¬ 
session of the notification of the Government of India in late 
Mmistiy ofLabourNo. S 0.1052 dated the 22nd March, 1975, 
(he Centra! Government hereby sets up a Regional Committee 
fot the State of B hat consisting the following persons:— 
Chairman. 

1. The Secretary and Commi- Appointed by the Cential 
ssioncr to the Government of Government 
of Bihai, Department of 
Labour and Employment, 

Patna. 

Members : 

2- Labour Commissioner, 1 Two persons nppointtd by 

Government of Bihar, f the Central Government 

Patna. | on the recommendation 

3. The Joint Secretary to the of the State Government. 
Government of Bihar, 

Department of Labour and 
Employment, Patna. J 

4. Shn O.P. Adukia, Three representatives of 

General Secretary, 

M/s. New India Sugar Mills 
Ltd., P.O. htisanpur Sugar 
Mills, (Bihar Sugar Mills 
Association), DistrictSamas- 
tipur, Bdiar- 

5. Shn C S. Singh, 

Senior Executive, Offl'er, 

M/s Tata Engineering and 
Locomotive Company Ltd., 

(Bihar Industries Associa¬ 
tion), 

M-31, Shri Krishna Nagar, 

Patna-800001. 

6. Shn S.C. Jain, 

Gc oral Manager, 

Itohtas Industries Ltd., 

Abhay Bhawan, FraserRoad, 

(Bihar Chamber of Com¬ 
merce) Patna-800001■ 

7. Shri G V. Raghavan, 

Hind M.zdoorSabha, 

Mica Labour Union, 

P.O. Giridhi, 

District Hazaribagh, Bihar. 

8 Shri Shambhu Saran Singh, 

General Secretary, 

Fertilizer Factory Workers’ 

Union, 

(Indian National Trade 
Union Congress,) 

L-594, Saharpura, Sindn, 

(Dhanbad). 

9. Shu Rajkishore Pd- Singh, 

Secretary, 

Bihar State Committee of All 
India Trade Union Congress, 

4, Nirain Market, Langertoli, 

Patna-800004. 

(No. V. 20Q12/8/78-PP. II] 

A K. BII4TTARAI, Under Secy. 

fevsff, 6 fsT^sfr, 19 82 

qrrt> 49 —fTFTrpFT aqfffR (RfTTTZ <=T'4T 

qRRfa) RfstfRRR, 1954 (1954 ur 44) urfa nrr 
34 far rrrpt (2) sgt situ srfauRi et qfaFr qrfa 
fR, a£RR R^RfRUT 5TFJRR ^Rfa TTU, Vf faRR fat 
fTTFF 6 - 12-82 fat Rfa^RRT R ° 1 ( 1 9 ) /fafaR ifa 
8 2 FRo f(R° 11 RTTf RfakTR RpjtfT % 

if frr^R RfRRRiy rttr* - t tfrfr farum rr^ft 
ufuu rui uqirfuu ('pT^ftr) srupTr^ 

RUT fUtiru sifenpqTtfl % UrRUT RftTUTrs qrt 


TTFT BTqiR 47V UTTlfUiT 
Tl fTTTTT RTTf 

fRUFR TT 

•m 


TT7T 4 frurUTT % UU- 
sut % ttunt Ft wr 
UT ftry IKTftRJWfRm- 
TRtf % dbr stMuFr i 


TFJU ir TitfUlfurf % 
TrtSRT % 'T7TR5T if 
fu u'W “R^urfrul % 
qtR srRrfirftr i 


employers , appointed by 
the Central Government in 
consultation with the 
organisation of employers 
in the State. 


Dime representatives of 
e nployees appointed by 
the Central Government 
in consultation with the 
organisation of employees 
in the State. 
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tototo fr?nw to ^ *rftoftopp=?r 

toifto % to % to tofto toR%T4ti torfffto 
% f^m 8 7,88, 90 (l) (4?) 90 I ( 7 sr)-90(ll) 
90 (12) iffmoi % WETt'T tor STfacRT rrto t' 1 

€ ° i( i9)/f(toto 82 “^ 

to° %0 5RJ, TRtSto ETPJ^cT 

Now Delhi, the 6th December, 1982 

S.O, 49.—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (2) of Section 34 of the Displaced persons (Compen¬ 
sation and Rehabilitation) Act, 1934 (44 of 1954), the Chief 
Settlement Commissioner hereby delegates to the Joint Sec¬ 
retary (Rehabilitation) and Deputy Secretary (Rehabilitation) 
as the case may be, in the Revenue Department, Govern¬ 
ment of Tamilnadu, appointed as Settlement Commissioner 
vide Notification No. l(19)/Spl. Cell/82-SS. 11(A) dated the 
6th December, 1982, his powors under rule 87, 88, 90(l)(a), 
90(l)(b), 90(11). 90(12) and 101 framed under the said Act 
for the purpose of disposal of all acquired evacuee properties 
forming part of compensation pool, transferred to the State 
Government of Tamil Nadu, under administrative and fianan- 
cial arrangements with immediate effect. 

[No. l(19)/Spl. Cell/82-SS. 11(B)] 
S. K. BASU, Chief Settlement Commissioner 

fff toft, 14 town;, 1982 
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[totto 1 1017 / 14 / 3 i-tr( t)] 


New Delhi, the 14th December, 1982 

S.O. 50.—Whereas the Central Government having been 
satisfied th3t the public interest as required had, in pursuance 
of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 
2 of the industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), declaied 
by the notification of the Government of India in the Minis¬ 
try of Labour No. S-O. 2271 dated the 7th June, 1982, the 
Delhi Milk Scheme to be a public utility service for the 
purposes of the said Act, for a period of six months from 
the 23rd June, 1982. 


And whereas, the Central Government is of opinion that 
public interest requires the extension of the said period by a 
further period of six months ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the 
proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby declares the said industry to be a public 
utility service or the purposes of the said Act, for a further 
period of six months from the 23rd December, 1982. 

[No. S-11017(14)i/81-D.I.(A)J 
L, K. NARAYANAN, Under Secy. 


New Delhi, the 1st December, 1982 

S.O, 51.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the .Central Gov¬ 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Engineering Stores 
Depot, Panagar, and Lhelr workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 24th November, 1982. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 36 of 1972 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Engineer Stores Depot. 
Panagar 

AND 

Their Workmen 
PRESENT: 

Mr. Justice M. P. Singh, Piesiding Officer, 
APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of Employers—Mr. K. K. Ganguly, Advocate. 

On behalf of Workmen—Mr, D. L. Sen Gupta, Advo¬ 
cate, with Mi Nand Srcemani, Advocate. 

STATE : West Bengal 

AWARD 

By Order No. D14011|2l71-LRI dated 22nd May, 1972, 
the then Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation, Department 
of Labour and Emplojment, Government of India sent the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 

“(1) - Whether the action of the Officer Commanding, 
Engineer Stores Dcnot, Panagar in terminating the 
services of Sarvnshrf B. R. Ganguly, S. Roy and 
Kashi Prasad, IMEs with effect from the 15th 
November, 1971 is justified? If not, to whal relief 
are the workmen entitled? 

(2) Whether the action of the Officer Commanding, 
Panagar in transferring Sarvashri N. C. Cbakraborty 
and A K. Gbatak, Joint Secretary and Treasurer 
respectively of the Military Engineer Workers Union, 
Engineer Stores Depot, Panagar from Panagar is 
justified)? If not, to what relief are the workmen 
entitled?” 



61 


[♦fin 11 —tsps 3 iii)l 


qlXvPfir TbnU : sppyft 1, 1983/111 11, 1904 


2. Tins lefcicnce has come on remind Linder Uidei diued 
15cn July, 19 II passed by tpe Hon’ble High court hi Cal¬ 
cutta in a Writ application No. 3567(.W)/73 selling aside 
tne awaid oi ini ts. N. IJagchi daled May 3, 1973 published 
in the Gazette ol India dawd June 2, 1973. 

3. So liu us the dispute No. (2) i eluting to ihc transfer 
ot the Utlicere mentioned in the Schedule ol lelerenee is 
concerned, it has ceased to exist as stated, by both the pal ties 
ueioie uns Tribunal and hence a 'no dispute awaid is 
passed in respect ot dispute No. (2), 

4. As regards dispute No. (1) it appears that Messrs B. R. 
Ganguly, h. Roy and Kami Piasad wete drivers. Mechanical 
equipment unuei tne Getencc Military Engineering hei vice 
at i'amtguih on temporaly basis, that is, they were civilians 
connecLtd with the Dctence department. Tney weie render¬ 
ed surplus in Junuaiy, 19/1). As they could not be absorb¬ 
ed eisewneic even auer ihe lapse ot more than one year, 
tile Dinner Commanding, Panagaih, was directed by the 
Ctiiei engineer, Eastern Command, Calcutta ciuinig July, 
19/1 that tne surplus men will be ashed to accept the lower 
post and it unwilling their services will be terminated as per 
piuwsions of the Special Army Older No. 4|i>|53, Aixoiduigly, 
me ihiee concerned drivcis were asked to accept the lower 
post of DES which they did not accept. So their services 
were terminated alter expiry of the notice period of one 
month on 15/19 November 1971, 

5. The case has been, aigoed both on preliminary points 
as well 0 ^ on merit. Two preliminary points have been 
raised by the management, (if Whether the LSD, Panagur 
ot the Detence Service was an industry within the meaning 
of Section 2(j) of the Industrial Dispute# Act, 1947 and, (ii) 
whether the concerned three peisons were subject to the 
Army Act, 1950 and as such excluded irom the deiinition 
of “workman,’' in Section 2(s) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. 

6 . Preliminary point 1—Whether industry.—The first ques¬ 

tion is whether the LSD, Panugurh was an industry under 
Section 2<j) of the industrial Disputes Act. Mr. K. Ganguly, 
learned Advocate, appearing fot the management contend¬ 
ed that Regul or Sovyneign activity of the Government is 
excluded from Section 20) and such activity is not an in¬ 
dustry- So far as this proposition of law i* concerned, he 
is right. The Supreme Coutt in .State of Bombay v. Hospital 
Mazdoor Sabha, AIR 1960 SC 610 at page 615-1960 I LLJ 
251 observed, “negatively stated the activitic* of the Gov¬ 
ernment which can be properly described E s regal or sovereign 
are outside the scope of Section 3(j), These are functions 
which a constitutional Government can and must undertake 
for governance and which no private citizen can undertake." 
The same view was taken in the Corporation of City of 
Nagpur v. Its Employee, AIR 1960 SC 675-1960-1 LLI 
523, It was laid down that the inalienable functions of the 
Government were outside the spell of industiy. This view 
was accepted by the majority view in Bangalore "Water Sup¬ 
ply & S^wcarge v. A, Rajappa, 1978 Lab. IC 467 1978 I 
J..LJ 349-AIR 1978 SC 548 and 969 wherein jt was ob¬ 
served ; 11 .sovereign functions, strictly understood 

(alone) qualify for exemption, not the welfare activities or 
economic adventures undertaken by the Government or statu- 
toiy bodies. Even in departments discharging sovereign 
functions, if there are units which arc, industries and they 
are substantially severable, then they can be considered to 
come within Sec. 2(j)'\ It is thus clear that if tre Govern¬ 
ment departments discharge purely sovereign functions of 
the State in exercise of its inalienable functions its activities 
shall be outside the circle of industiy but not the other 
governmental activities are excluded fiom Sec. 2(j). Such 
essential constitutional (inalienable) functions of the State 
are, like administration of justice, administrataion of laws 
and legislative powers. In the words of Loid Watson 
these activities are, "The primary and inalienable functions 
of a constitutional government" vide Richard Coomber v. 
Justices of the Country [(1883) 9 AC 611. It h thus clear 
that whatever be the definition of “industiy" it cannot in¬ 
clude the regal or sovereign functions of the State. Lord 
Watson in the said case has described these functions as 
administrataion of justice, maintenance of order and re¬ 
pression of crime us amongst primary inalienable functions 
of a constitutional Government. It is to be noted that the 
definition of industry in the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 is 
On the model of Australia and the Indian decisions on the 


concept of industry are greatly indebted to the Australian 
judgments. In an Australian case lssacs, ), in his dissenting 
judgment in Federated State School Teacheis' Association of 
Austialia v. Slate of Victoria (1928-29) 41 CLR (569) states 
thus at page 585 . 

1 "Regal fuctions are inescapable and inalienable. Such 
are the legislative pow'er, the administration of law« 
the exercise of the judicial power. Non-regal func¬ 
tions may be assumed by means of the legislative 
power. But when they are assumed, the State acts 
simply as a huge corporation, until its legislation as 
the charter. Its action under the legislation, so far 
as it is not legal execution of the law, is merely 
analogous to that of ap rivatc company similarly 
'authorised." 

Fiom the above it is obvious that icgard and sovereign func¬ 
tions of the State aie outside the pale of industiy as denied 
in See. 2(j) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

7. Mr. Sen Gupta, learned Advocate appearing for the 
Union, hpwever, contends that the activity of the ESD in the 
present case was not legal or sovereign but it will come 
within the definition of "industry" as given in Sec, 2(j) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. Mis argument is that the acti¬ 
vities of the ESD will be entered by the expression “manu¬ 
facture" used, in that definition. Hi s contention, I think, is 
sound. Section 2(j) runs as follows : 

"(j) ‘industry’ moun# any business, trade, undertaking 
manufacture or calling of employers and includes 
any calling, sei vice, employment, handicraft, or i 
dustrial occupation or avocation of workmen.” 

It follows from the above that for an activity to be called 
as ’industry’ the employer must be engaged in any business, 
tiade, undertaking, manufacture or casing. The term "in¬ 
dustry" also includes any calling, service, employment, handi¬ 
craft or industnal occupation oi avocation of the employees. 
Thus the deiinition ol" an industry is of wide import. In an 
Austialian case Jumbunna Coal Mines No liability v. Vic¬ 
torian Coal Miners’ Association, 6 CLR 309 (370) (HCA) 
Issues, J. speaking for the High Comt of Appeal, pictures¬ 
quely illustrated the terms used in tbe definition of ’industry’ 
to mean a business (as merchant), a trade (as cutler), a 
manufacturer (as a flour miller) undcilking (as a Gas Com¬ 
pany), a calling (as an Engineer or Service (as a cnrrici) oi 
an employment (a general (erm like calling embraces some 
or the other apd intended to extend avocations which might 

not be comprised with anything of the rest).’’ Fiom the 

above observation of lssacs, J. it is quite clear that the woul 
"manufacture" has been explained by the example of a Flour 
Miller. In New Grand High Clas s Bakery v. ESI Corp, 
1976 Lab IC 1466. The making of bicad in the bakery was 
held to be a manufacturing process. Manufacture, in my 
opinion, is a kind of productive activity in which tbe making 
of tbe articles or materials (obtained in large scale) is by 
physical labour or mechanical power. In Webster’s New 
Word Dictjonaiv, "manufacture” means the making of 
’goods and articles by hand or specially by machinery ob¬ 
tained on a large scale with division of labour, The same 
meaning has been given it the concise Oxford Dictionary. 
A question, tberefpre, does arise whether the ESD, Panagar 
manufactured any article in the sense stated above, WW-2 
Baku am Ganguly, one of (he three concerned employees, has 
stated in his evidence in-chief that nut , bolts, brackets, clc 
were manufactured fcjr running repairs. There seems to be 
no denial of this fact. So the contention of Sri Sen Gupta 
has force. But, apart from it there are other materials to 
indicate that ESD was an industry. According to WW-2 the 
ESD had Several scelions. There was one section Bridging, 
Building, etc. There was another section of technical work. 
It was the store of electric motors, pumping sets, electric 
materials etc. There was also a workshop in which (here was run¬ 
ning repairing. There was another section, namely, Mould¬ 
ing section and a Blacksmithyi section. The workshop acti¬ 
vities were carried on in connection with carpentary also. 
Thcie is nothing in the cross-examination of WW-2 to dis¬ 
credit him. WW-1, M. K. Mitra, the General Secretary of 
Ibe MES Workers Union, ESD- Panaear has deposed that 
maintenance of stores, repair o f store- and several shops were 
at Panagtu Depot. Various machines were kept for tbe pur¬ 
pose of repair and there were about 1000 workers both 
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industrial and non-indusiriul in 19/1-72. Clerks, supervisory 
stail, o,ore keeping peijomiu, Hie fighting sw were non- 
mclustnal workeis whereas ail types or techmoians and the 
iiustues were included m lnuusmal workmen. He has fur¬ 
ther stated that there was Wojn S Department at Panagar 
mill vuiisliiuiea oy the Oliicer commanding, ESD Panagar 
accoiding to the rndusuial Uispui.es Act, 1947 and tnac the 
LSU was a factory registered under the factories Act. There 
is no specific eross-examination by the management on these 
points, i rely on his evidence. ivlW-1 A. K.. Mukherjee the 
Jbarrack Sioies Officer has deposed that the ESD, Panagar 
was a store holding unit and used to cater for stores re¬ 
quired lor different military engineering services. Besides 
several operational type of stores such as, bridges, different 
types of Boards removable sets for military necessity were 
maintained. He also said that aiticies to be stored at the ESD. 
Panagar were' purchased at the direction of the Army Head¬ 
quarter and that ioi day-to-day work hay and ether mate¬ 
rials weie puichased for packing purposes to be despatched 
to different centres and that the unserviceable articles were 
sold by Officer Commanding at Panagar through Govern¬ 
ment Auctionar. Sri Ganguly diew my attention to the 
Written Statement of the Employer which states that ESD, 
Panagar is a defence establishment under the Ministry of 
Dcience and that its functions relate primarily to holding and 
Handling of stoies requited tor defence purposes and that it 
was not a manufacturing or productive con-ern. It furher 
states that the vvoikload is based on the tonnage of the 
stores held and handled. He submitted that in the ESD 
there has pevei been any question of production bonus and 
that it is not a productivity unit. Learned Counsel points 
out that the unit is connected with the Defence Deparment 
and that the cars, lorries all belong to military unit and that 
the President cannot be conceived of running an industry. 
It is said that the President is the Supreme Commander of 
the Aimy, Navy and Air Force in exercise of sovereign 
functions. In shoit, his argument is that (he ESD is a mili¬ 
tary department and is maintained under exercise of regal 
or sovereign functions of the Government. In my opinion, 
the activities of the ESD aforesaid can not be said to have 
been done in exercise of the sovereign functions of the State. 
They cannot be called nrimary and inalienable functions of 
the State. Soveteign functions cannot be destroyed. It is 
inseparabie and inalienable from the conception of the State. 
In the present case admittedly the entire unit of the Defence 
Department, Panagar was closed and dismantled (perhaps 
in the year 1976i because it had no utility for the Govern¬ 
ment of India. I would life to point out here that admittedly 
the ESD was a defence establishment (vide the written state¬ 
ment of the management). If, so, it was an industry accord¬ 
ing to entry No. 8 of the Fiist Schedule of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 Sri K. Ganguly referred to the case of 
Management, Station Canteen, Bangalore v. Presiding Offi¬ 
cer, Labour Court, Bangalore & Ors., 1972 Lab. IC 776; 
Indian Naval Canteen Control Board v. Industrial Tribunal, 
Calicut, 1971 Lab. TC 1326 and the Supreme Court case of 
1970 Lab. IC 1172 in the care of Safdar Jung Hospital, New 
Delhi v. Kuldip Singh Sethi foi the pm pose of explaining 
the meaning of industry. The Inst case of the Supreme 
Court was over-ruled W the latest Supreme Court decision 
in Bangalore Water Simply & Sewerage Board etc. v A. Raj- 
appa & Oth-’i s, 1978 I LLJ 349. The Mysore case afore¬ 
said has relied on Safdar Jung case. After the latest pro¬ 
nouncement mad: bv Hon’We Supreme Court in the Seweage 
Board case it is not necessary to discuss the cose relied upon 
by Sri K. Oaneulv. I am of opinion that the activities in 
question were analogous to "business’ and come within the 
owview of S"c ?(j) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 
I hold so accordingly. Thus the point raised by the manage¬ 
ment has no force. 


8. Preliminary point 2—Whether subject to Army Act ? 

The next question is whehrr the three concerned persons 
of the ESD. Panagar are sub'ect to the Army Act. 1950 and 
•w such excludrd from Section 2(s) of the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act. 1947. Sri GaP’udy for the management argues 
that these persons should b~ held to b<- subject to the Army 
A ct in view of the provisions of Section 2(l)(i). 3(1)(a), 
(b) and (c) and Secrirn 9 of the Army Act read with the 
two army order* of 1962 and 1972 and hence thev were 
not workmen in 1971 or in 1972 and therefore no industrial 


dispute existed which could be referred to this Tribunal 
for adjudication. It is pointed out that though the two army 
o.ders of 1962 und 1972 were withdrawn in the year 1979 by 
army order No. 1/75 of 1977 and probably these persons 
could now raise dispute but they were not competent to do so 
in 1971 or 1972 when the provisions of the two army orders 
of 1962 and T 972 were in force. He submits that the validity 
or the reference is to be judged by the law as it existed at 
the date when the reference was made in 1972. It will be 
better to quote the different section^ of the Army Act to 
which reference has been made, Section 2(1) (i) reads as 
follows : 

“2. Persons subject to this Act—(1) The following per¬ 
sons shall be subject to this Act wherever they may 
be, namely : 

(i) persons not otherwise subject to military law 
who, on active service, in camp, on the march or 
at any frontier Dost specified by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment by notification in this behalf, are employed 
by, or are in the service of, or are followers of, or 
accompany any portion of, the regular Army.” 

Section 3 runs as below : 

“(i) ‘active service’, as applied to a person subject to this 
Act, means the time during which such person— 

(a) is attached to, or forms part of, a force which is 
engaged in operations against an enemy, or 

(b) is engaged in military operations in, or is on the 
line of march to, a country or place wholly or 
partly occupie by an enemy, or 

(c) is attached to or fomis part of a force which is 
in military occupation of a foreign country;” 

Section 9 provides ; 

“Power to declare persons to be on active service—Not¬ 
withstanding anything contained in Cl. (i) of Section 
3, the Central Government may, by notification, de¬ 
clare that any person or class of persons subject to 
this Act shall, with reference to any area in which 
they may be scrv'ng or with reference to any provision 
of this Act or oi any other law for the time being 
in force, be decked to be on active service within 
the meaning of this Act." 

Admittedly Section 3 of the Act docs not apply to these three 
persons. These three persons were not on active service with¬ 
in the meaning of that section. Mr. Ganguly, however, strongly 
relies on Section 9 and contends that these persons shall be 
deemed to be on active service by virtue of the notification 
issued byi the Central Government under that section and 
hence they shall be subject to the Army Act within the mean¬ 
ing of Section 2(1)G). He says that all the three sections, 
namely, Section 2(l)(i), 3 and 9 have to be read harmoni¬ 
ously and if so lead these three persons shall be deemed to be 
on active service by viitue of the provisions of the army 
orders of 1962 and 1972 read with Section 9 of the Army 
Act. 

9. In my opinion the con'ention is not sound. Section 2(1) 
in clauses (a) to (i) of the Army Act enumerates the persons 
who are subject to the eperarion of the Act. Accoiding to 
sub-clause (i) of this section persons governed by the Act 
included persons not otherwise subject to military law who, 
on active service, in camp, on the march or at any frontier 
post specified by the Central Government by notification in 
this behalf are employed bv, or in the seivice of, or are 
followers of, or accompanying any portion of, the regular 
army. In other words, this sub-clause includes the civilians 
of the defence service. If such civilians are on active service 
and employed by the regular army or if they are in camp 
and are in the service of the regular army or if they ate 
on the march and are followers of the regular army or if they 
are serving at any frontier po*t and accompany any portion 
of the regular army they shall be subject to the Act. Section 9 
appl'es only to peisons who are already subject to the Army 
Act but not on active service as contemplated by Section 3. they 
are deemed to be on active service by virtue of notification of 
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the Central Government. Such notifications in the present 
case are Exhibits M-3 and M-4. The first notification in the 
present case, namely Ext. M-3 i s the army order No. 517/62 
published in the Defence Gazette Notification No. 6E dated 
28th November, 1962. It declares all peisons subject to the 
Army Act as on active service. It runs as below :— 

“Government of India, Ministry of Defence Gazette Noti¬ 
fication No. 6-E dated 28th November, 1962 ! s re¬ 
produced below :— 

“In exercise of the powers conferred by section 9 of 
the Army Act, 1950 (46 of 1950) the Central Gov¬ 
ernment hereby declares that all persons subject to 
that Act, who are not on active service under clause 
(i) of 'Section 3 thereof, shall wherever they may 
be serving, be deemed to be on active service with¬ 
in the meaning of that Act for the purpose of the 
said Act and of any other law for the time being 
in force.” 


Exhibit M-4 is another army order No. 267/72 dated 10th 
June, 1972 and declares all persons who are subject to the 
Army Act as on active service. M-4 is “Government of 
India, Ministry of Defence Notification No. SRO dated 
28th November, 1962. It is same as the Army Order of 
1962.” Thus the two notifications were issued bj^the Central 
Government, Ministry of Defence in exercise of powers under 
Section 9 of the Army Act, 1950. It is clear that all these 
persons must be already subject to the Army Act but not on 
active service from before the notifications. This fact is clear 
from the wording of Section 9 under which only a person or 
class of persons subject to the Army Act can be declared to 
be on active service. Thi s is also clear from the two army 
orders of 1962 and 1972 which has used similar words. Mr. 
Ganguly argued that all civilians in defence service were de¬ 
clared to be on active service by notification under Section 9 
and so they came within the purview of Section 2(1) (i). In 
my opinion he is not right. It is only those civilians of the 
defence service who are already subject to Army Act who are 
declared to be on active service. I think that Section 9 does 
no at all relate to the civilians of the defence service unless 
they are already subject to the Army Act prior to.the notifi¬ 
cation. Section 9 does not make any person subject to the 
.Army Act but it only declares civilians to be on active ser¬ 
vice. I have already said that Exhibits M-3 and M-4 have 
used words from which it is clear that only persons subject 
to the operation of the Army Act but not on active service 
can be declared to be on active service by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment by issuing notification under Section 9. The con¬ 
tention thus fails. It follows that the contention of the 
management that the three concerned employees from 28th 
November, 1962 were goverened by the two successive noti¬ 
fications (Exhibits M-3 and M-4) and were subject to the 
Army Act, 1950 under Section 2(1)(i) read with Section 9 
of the Act is not tenable for the simple rbason that the 
notifications aforesaid dealt with only those persons who 
were already subject to the Army Act and not with other 
civilians connected with the defence service. So, the con¬ 
cerned persons were not excluded from the definition of 
workman by reason of the provision of Section 2(sXi) of 

the Industrial Disputes Act which reads thus “.but does 

not include any such person, who is subject to the Army 
Act. 1950, or the Air Force Act. 1950 or the Naw fDis¬ 
ci hi in e) Act. 1934”. The management relied on Sach Deo 
Sharmta v. Union of India & Others. AIR 1964 -I & V 21 
Div„ in which it was held that if the person is attached for 
the time being to or forms part of a force which is en¬ 
gaged in operation against an enemv. he is amenable to the 
Army Act. That W'as a case where n civilian officer attach¬ 
ed to Works Engineer in Defence Service was declared to 
be on active service by notification under Sec 9 of the Armv 
Act and was held to be amenable to the Armv Act and 
could be tried bv a Court of Encuiry se<- in under 177 of 
the Rules framed under the Armv Act It k- clear that 
the officer in that case was attached to or formed part of a 
force. 'Such is not the case here. Moreover if ceems that 

the J & K Bench in that case has not construed the expres¬ 
sion “anv person or class of persons subi-ct *r> this Act” in 
Section Q which ch’-vT' rn-ans that onlv such r-c-sc., rs 
pm ,snh*ect to the Art cap be declared to b" op not ire ser¬ 
vice There being no interpretation o f that expression ip tb= 
said decision it c-rnnot be of much ass : stance in the present 


case in which the interpt eta lion of the provision of Section 
9 and of the two army orders is in questiun. 

10. Counsel appearing for the management next relied on 
Ous Kutilingal Achudan Nair and Others v. Union of India 
and Others, AIR 1976 SC 1179. In that case it was held 
by the Hon ble Supreme Court that the employee of the 
Defence Establishment such as cooks, chowkidars, lascars, 
Barbara, Carpenters, Merchants, Bootmakers, Tailors, etc. 
who were in (he Training establishments could not form tiade 
unions as their fundamental right had been completely taken 
away by the Central Government. It would be noticed, 
however, that in that case those persons were in Training 
establishments and answered the description of members of 
armed forces. Furlher, it was then duty to follow or accom¬ 
pany the army personnel on active service, or in camp or 
on the march. It was in these circumstances that it was held 
that although they were non-combatant and were in some 
matters governed by the civil services regulations, yet they 
were integral to the aimed forces. It was observed that 
though they answered Ihe description of “members of the 
armed forces” within ihe contemphuion of Article 33 of 
the Constitution of India and consequently by virtue of Sec¬ 
tion 21 of the Army Act, the Central Government was 
competent by notification to make rules curtailing their 
fundamental rights. That case therefore is not of any assist¬ 
ance to the management because in the present case it has 
not been shown that the three concerned motor drivers were 
on active service employed bv the regular army or in camp 
in the services of the regular army or on the march follow¬ 
ing regular army or at the frontier post accommnying any 
portion of the regular army. There i s no evidence on re¬ 
cord to that effect. 

11 Another point which is vitally connected with this ques¬ 
tion is whether the three concerned employees are 'work¬ 
men. They will not be workmen simply because they are 
not excluded from Sec. 2(1). They have to be brought 
under pny of the four specified categories, namely, skilled 
or unskilled manual, technical, clerical or supervisory. In mv 
opinion these persons will come under the category of skill¬ 
ed manual. They will therefore, be workmen. My con¬ 
clusion, therefore, is that the three employees were workmen 
within the meaning of-Section 2(s) of the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act, 1947. 

12. In connection with the above two preliminary points 
a further point has been argued by Sri Sen Gupta for the 
workmen that the Industrial Disputes Act itself indicates 
that industry can be carried by or under the authority of the 
Central Government. He has referred to Section 2(a) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 and also to some of the 
provisions of the Standing Orders issued by the Engineer-in- 
Chief. Army Headquarter, of the year 1971 printed in 1972. 
His contention is sound. Section 2(a) of the said act shows 
it. It is further dear from the entries in the First 
Schedule of the Act under which even the Indian Govern¬ 
ment Mints are industries. It will not be, out of place to 
mention here that modern Stats is a Welfare State under the 
Constitution of India. Its activity is no confined onlv to 
safeguard the country from externa! aggression or internal 
disturbances. It builds Dam, construct railways, operates 
buses and trams, flies nlanes digs canals, generates electricity, 
-maintains fair price shops, run- <rbm1s "nd co’icges an i so 
on. It performs a lot of multifarious functions. There are 
several government undertakings and Government Corpora¬ 
tions employing large number of workers. I do not see as 
to why Industrial Disputes Act will not apply to govern¬ 
ment activities except that which is undertaken in exercise 
of its sovereign functions. Item 92 of the aforesaid Stand¬ 
ing Orders of 1971 permits a civilian subordinate to form 
trade unions under the provisions of the Trade Unions Act, 
Item 94 permits formation of Works Committee rs provid¬ 
ed in the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 in the MFS units: 
item 96 provides for Trent Consultative Committee for pro¬ 
moting harmonious relations and to secure greater measure 
of cooperation between ,li s government and its employees in 
the matter of common concern Under i'pm on all enact¬ 
ments on labour Jaw 0 -,p- nnriiephle to the IMF? units ex¬ 
cept where thev are sp-rio.-iUv even-red from the aunJi- 
caffim of certain provj-i-ns of the A?t 'bv competent a , rt h 0 . 
rip-. Reference may nFo be made t 0 the case of M/s. 
Hindustan Aeronautics Ltd. v. The Workmen and Ors., 1975 
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I nb (C 1218—AIR (975 SC 1737 where the Bnrrackpore 
bianch of the. Banfialoic Division of the Government Com- 
p my whs engaged in in industry of repairs of air crafts or 
die like at BamicRpore This was admittedly an industry 
Mi Ganguly appening for the management argued that 
three concerned employees were full-fledged government ser¬ 
vants and they weie controlled by uvil services regulations, 
defence seivice regulations for the MES 1968. Standing 
Oideis, issued by the Engineer in Chief, MES, Regulation 
Chapter X dealing with stores and by manual of Indian 
Military Law and so they were not competent to raise in- 
dustnal dispute I do not agree with this contention. In 
my opinion, even government servants of an industry run 
by or under the authority o £ government can raise industrial 
dispute From the above discussion it is quite obvious that 
the ESD, Panagar was an industry, that the three concerned 
omplovees were workmen and that the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 applied to them I have also found that they 
were not subiect to tho operation of the Army Act, 1930 

13 Point 3 —I will now touch the merits of the case 
Admittedly the services of the three concerned employees 
S Roy B R Ganguly and Kashi Prasad were terminated 
under the piovision h of Para 14 of SAO/S/53 with effect 
from IS Novembei, 1971 under the Order of Lt Con 
Engmeer-Offlcei Commanding dated 16th Octobre, 1971 on 
the ground that they did not accept the lower post of DES 
after they had been lendcred surplus consequent upon re¬ 
duction of workload The ciders terminating their sen ices 
are Exhibits M-9(a), M9ib) and M-9 Mr Ganguly sub¬ 
mitted that the termination of their service being m accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the special Army Order 4/H/53 
cannot be held to be invalid He pointed out that the con¬ 
ditions of service of these employees were determined by 
Army Headquarters at New Delhi, that the policy decisions 
were recorded by notifications and as such the validity can¬ 
not be challenged before this Tribunal He further argued 
that the management acted n accordance with Statutory 
Aimy Order 4/11/53 pur a 14 and hence the termination order 
is valid I do not agree The mangement had no doubt 
right to terminate the service of tho concerned employees 
but that right can be cxeiused only in accoi dance with law 
Tho termination amounts to retrenchment and hence the 
Industrial Disputes Act is also applicable Admittedly no 
retrenchment compensation was paid to any of them The 
provisions of Section 25F therefore were not complied with 
Thvs will make the termindnin of service Illegal and void 
Mr Ganguly aigued that the termination of service did not 
amount to retrenchment In my opinion tho argument h not 
correct Tn the State Bink o f Tndi i v M Sonderamom 1976—• 

1 I LJ 478 the- Supi*me Court observed "termination 
foi any re'Son whatsoever arc the key words Whatever the 
reason every termination spelE retrenchment Termination 
embraces not merely the net of termination but tho fact of 
termination however produced” In Santosh Gupta v State 
Bank, P itiah, 1980 TI LET 72 the Supreme Court aga n held 
that retrenchment means termination of service for nnv rea¬ 
son whatsoever and it covers every kind of termination of 
service except those not expressly included in Section 23F 
nr not expressly provided for by any other provision of the 
Act such h° 25FF and 25FFF Tb e view taken in this case 
was unhcld m T Robert D'Souz n v Executive Fnemeer 
South Pastern Railway and Another 1982 I LU 730 I 
would therefoie hold that the termm ition of service con 
stitutrd 'etrenchment within th- me mirm of expression “re¬ 
trenchment” in section 2(00) o^ the Industrial Disputes Art 
1947 Tt is true that this interpretation was given m 1976 
1980 and 1982 but the provisions of Section 2'O0) existed 
at the Erne of trcmimtion of service of these employees and 
there is no reason as to wbv correct interpretation should 
not he aDphe 1 to those provision 

14 For the above masons the orders contained in Exhi¬ 
bits M9,*M-9G) and M 9(b) are set aside So far as the 
back wages are concerned I think that the amount be the 
full back wages and hence 1 won) l direct th c defence aulho- 
nfv concerned under whom tho Panigarh denot was w'Ork 
tng and some load of which after its closure has been taken 
by Knnklnara Depot hide MW D to pav to the three con¬ 
cern'd employees S Rov B R Gsnguh and Kashi Prasad 
fill] bacV wages from the date of termination of srovicc till 
date Thev will he doomed to be in service and paid all 
consequential benefits that would have been available to 
them had they been in service The management however 


will lie entitled, if it go likes, to terminate the services of 
these three employees in view of their non-acceptance of 
the lower poet in accordance with law and after complying 
with the provisions of Section 25F o' the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act 1947 It may also be mentioned that if any of 
the thiee woihmcn has reached the age of superannuation by 
this time, he will be paid upto that date only 

’Tins is my Awaid 
Calcutta, 

The 12th November, 1982 

M P SINGH, Presiding Officer 
[No L 14011(21/71 LRI] 

S.O 52—Tn pursutnee of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 04 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal No 1, Bombay, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers m relation to the management 
of Employees’ State Insurance Corporation and their work¬ 
man, which was received by the Central Government on the 
26th November, 1982 

BFFORR THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRTM 
TRIBUNAL NO 1 AT BOMBAY 

PRFSENT 

Justice M D Kambli Esqr , Presiding Ofllcei 

Presiding Officer 
Reference no CG1T-23 or 1981 

PARTIES 

I mployers m relation to the Mnagement of Employees’ 
State Insurance Corporation. 

AND 

Their Workman 

APPEARANCES 

For the employer—Mr. H V Advocate 
Foi the woikman— Mr. V. R Datar, Advocate 
INDUSTRY Insurance 

STATE Maharashtra 

Bombay the 30lh October, 1982 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by order 
No L-l 501211)/81-D IT B dated 31st October, 1981, in 
exeicue of the powcis conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(I) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, have 
referred to this Tribunal for adjudication an industrial dis¬ 
pute between the employers in relation to the Employees’ 
State Insurance Corporation and their workman in respect 
of the matters specified in the schedule mentioned below — 


SCHEDULE 

"Whether the management of ESI C is justified in ter¬ 
minating the services of Smt M P KuJkarni, 
LDC, with effect from 3-1-1980 ? If not, to what 
relief is the said worker entitled 

2 The workman, Mrs M P Kulkarni was employed as 
a Lower Division Clerk in the employer-corporation Her 
appointment was at Pune with effect from 16-3-1978, under 
the order of appointment dated 7-3-1978 The letter of the 
appointment states that jhe had been selected and was offer¬ 
ed a purely temporary post of Lower Division Clerk The 
appointment was to last tj 31-5-1978 after which date unless 
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the tenure of appointed was extended her services were to 
stand terminated amomaiictdly without giving her any further 
notice, Accouiing to the workman, duting her employment 
with the corporation a number of artificial breaks were given 
in the service, and nnally her services were terminated with 
eifect from 3-1-1980 A.hi. In the statement of claim the 
workman has given the dates of the actual employment, The 
case as pleaded in (ho statement of claim by the workman 
is that the work she was doing was of regular natyre and 
there was no justification on the part of the corporation to 
keep the workman a* a temporary employee, There was 
no justification for the corporation to give breaks in the 
service of the workman. During her employment with the 
corporation there were no adverse reports against her from 
any of her superiors an despite this the corporation from 
time to time gave artificial breaks in her service. It was 
also pleaded that while terminating her services the corpora¬ 
tion did not give any reasons for the same. Referring to 
the contention of the corporation that (he workman had 
not successfully passed the test conducted by the corporation, 
the workman stated that at the time of her initial appointment 
she was not told that she was required to pas s any selection 
test. It was alleged that no rules have been framed by the 
corporation requiring a candidate to pass a selection test. 
It wa s further stated that there are some other employees 
who are retained in the service of the corporation though they 
have not passed the selection test. There was therefore 
violation of Article 14 of the Constitution of India, as the 
Corporation is a state within the meaning of Article 12 
of the Constitution of India. According to the workman, 
after the termination of her service the corporation has re¬ 
cruited fre°h hands in Pone office wherj the workman was 
Working. The corporation has therefore violated the right 
of the workman under Section 25 H of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. The workman submitted that the termination of her 
services amounts to retrenchment within the meaning of Sec¬ 
tion 2(oo i of the Industrial Disputes Act and while terminat¬ 
ing her services the corporation did not pay the retrenchment 
compensation and notice wages in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions in Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act and there¬ 
fore fh* termination of the services of the workman was 
illegal. The workman therefore prayed that the corporation 
be directed to reinstate the workman with continuity of ser¬ 
vice and back wages. 


3. The employer-coiporalion by its written statement con¬ 
tended that it was a statutory body constituted under the 
provisions of the Employees’ State Insurance Act, 1948 and 
that the corporation has several brunch offices In the State 
of Maharashtra and one of the Sub-Regional Offices is at 
Pune. According to the'corpoiation. the workman was em¬ 
ployed ns a Lower Division Clerk with effect from 16-3-1978 
on a purely temporary and ad hoc basis. By the letter of ap¬ 
pointment it was made clear that the appointment was to 
fast upto 31-5-1978. The corporation appointed the work¬ 
man on the same basis subsequently under various orders. 
Under th"se oiders the services of the workman were liable 
to be terminable at any time without any notice and without 
assigning any reason thereof, the appointment being on purely 
temporary and ad-hoc basis. It was stated that the corpora¬ 
tion. in pursuance of the power vested in it under the said 
Act of 1948 has framed the Regulations governing the 
recruitment of their employees and that the said Regulations 
are called “Employees’ State Insurance (Recruitment) Re¬ 
gulations, 1965". Tt was pointed out that Regulation 5 and 
Regulation 21f2)(f) deals with the eligibility for appoint¬ 
ment of a candidate in the corporation and that no candidate 
to a post can he appointed on a permanent basis in con- 
tiaventinn of the Employees' Stetc Insurance Regulat ons 
According to the corporation, for the purpose of eligibility 
for appointment the candidate must be within the prescribed 
age limit and that the candidate to a post must possess the 
prescribed educational oualifirationo and experience and that 
as piovidcl under Regulation 21(2' the rerruifment to a 
post of Tower Division Clerk has to be made onlv bv op-n 
competitive examination and the candidate who qualifies In 
the written test enn only he appointed as Lower Division 
Clerk. The Tetters of appointment Issued to the workman 
made it clear that her s'rvices wer InhTe to be terminated 
at anv time without anu notice and without assigning any 
reason. In view of this position, the workman has no hen 
on appointment. The workman appeared as mtmv a* four 
times for the open competitive examination, but she failed 
1085 OI]82—9 
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in those examination. Had she qualified In the competitive 
examination her services would have continued. The outside 
candidate for the test is required to be sponsored by Em¬ 
ployment Exchange only. But, as the workman had crossed 
25 years of age the Employment Exchange did not sponsor 
her name. 


4. It was further stated by the corporation that as per the 
policy of the corporation which is an All India Organisa¬ 
tion, as and when the Lower Division Clerks are required, 
open, competitive examinariong are being held an per the 
Regulations of 1965 and the candidates who pass the open 
competitive examination are being provided regular em¬ 
ployment depending upon the availability of vacant post. No 
person can be appointed on a regular basis in contravention 
of the provisions of the Recruitment Regulations of 1965. 
The corporation denied that there was no rul^ requiring any 
employee to pass the selection teat a® alleged. It was pointed 
out that the nile about the test is to be found in Regulation 
2t(2)(f) of the Regulations of 1965. It was alleged that the 
corporation could not make any permanent appointment in 
contravention of this Regulation. 


5. The corporation denied that the termination of the ser¬ 
vices of the workman amounted to retrenchment within the 
meaning of Section 2(oo) of the Industrial Disputes Act. It 
was pleaded that the workman had no right to remain in 
service as per the corporation's Regulations and that all 
her appointments were purely temporary. Her services were 
terminated as per the terms of appointment as contained in 
the order of appointment. On these pleadings the corpora¬ 
tion prayed that the reference be rejected. 


6. Now, it is not in dispute that the services of the work¬ 
man were terminated on 3-1-1980. It is also not in dispute 
that before thi 9 date of termination the workman had put in 
service tor more than 240 days in the period of 12 month* 
preceding 3-1-1980. By virtue of the provisions in Section 
25-B of the Industrial Disputes Act, the workman therefore 
shall be deemed to be in continuous service for tt period 
of one year. It is not in dispute that the provisions in Sec¬ 
tion 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act were not complied 
with. The workman was not given one month’s notice nor 
she was paid in lieu of notice, wages for the period of the 
notice. St is therefore contended for the workman that the 
order of the termination of her service was illegal and in¬ 
operative. As against this, it is contended very strenuously 
by the learned counsel Mr. Mehta, for the corporation that 
the services of the workman wore temporary. The work¬ 
man had not passed the qualifying test to enable her to 
continue hi the service. The termination of the services of 
the workman therefore was prefectly justified. It was aLso 
contended that the termination of the services of the workman 
did not amount to retrenchment. Mr. Mehta placed re¬ 
liance upon Regulation 21 (2) (f) of the Employees’ State 
Insurance (Recruitment' Regulations, 1965. It provides that 
recruitment to certain categories of posts, including the cate¬ 
gory of Lower Division Clerk shall be made by open com- 
petithe examination, Mr. Mehta further submitted that the 
workman was appointed on a purely temporary oasis. He 
pointed out to the last letter of appointment dated 11 12-1979, 
That letter states that the appointment wii: last upto 29-2-1980 
after which date, unless he tenure of appointment is extend¬ 
ed. her services will stand terminated automatically within 
giving her any further notice. Now, the services of the work¬ 
man were terminated bv the letter of the Regional Director 
dated 21-1-1980, in which it is said that the workman may 
b* deemed to have been relieved of her duty with effect from 
3-1-1980 A.M. Tt mav be conceded that the appointment of 
the workman was purely temporary and the corporation hnd 
a right to terminate her services as she hud not passed the 
oren competitive examination. However, If the termination 
amounted to retrenchment, the mandatory provisions laid down 
in Section 25-E of the Industrial Disputes Act will have 
to be compEcd with. The question therefore is whether the 
termin-fiion of the services of the woikman amounts to 
retrenchment. Now. the expression “retrenchment" has been 
defined in Section 2(oo) of the Industrial Disputes Act. It ia 
provided there :— 
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“retrenchment” means the termination by the employer 
of the service of a workman for any reason what¬ 
soever, otherwise than ns a punishment inflicted by 
way of disciplinary action, but does not include,— 

(it) voluntary retirement of the workman: or 

(b) retirement of the workman on reaching the age 
of superannuation if the contract of employment 
between the employer and the workman concerned 
contains a stipulation in that behalf; or 

Ic) termination of the service of a workman on the 
ground of continued ill-health;” 

7. Reliance is placed on behalf of the workman on the 
decision of the Supreme Court in State Bank of India v. 
N. Srmdaramoney (1976 I. L.L.J. 478) , It was observed 
there that “termination for any reason, whatsoever” were 
the key words in Section 2(oo) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. Whatsoever the reason, every termination tpells out 
retrenchment. A- termination i s where a term expires either 
by the active step of the master or the running out of the 
stipulated term. The Supreme Court observed that the termi¬ 
nation embraces m>( merely the act of termination by the 
employer, but the fact of termination, bowe cr, produced. It 
was observed 


and that therefore there was no necessity for complying 
with Lhc provisions of Section 25-F. In coming to (hat con¬ 
clusion the Orissa High Court tried to take support from 
the decision of tile Supreme Court in the case of Hariprasad 
Shivshankar Shukla v. A. D. Divikar (AIR I95y S. C. 121). 
It may be mentioned that the case before the Orissa High 
Comt was a case of compulsory letrcnchment in terms of 
the Service Regulations. However, the Supreme Court has- 
now in the decision of Santosh Gupta v. State Bank of 
Patiala (1980 L.I.C. p. 687—AIR 1980 S. C. 1219) 
observed ; — 

“flie expression “lefminatlon of service for any reason 
Whatsoever" m Section 2(oo) coveis every kind 
of termination of service except those not expressly 
included in Section 25F or not expressly provided 
for by other provisions of the Act such as 25FF 
and 25FFF.’ 

it was expre-sly held in this case :— 

"Thus, the discharge of the workman on the ground 
she did not pass the test which would have enabled 
her to be confirmed was ‘retrenchment’ within tire 
meaning of Section 2(oo) and, therefore, the re¬ 
quirement of Section 25F had to be complied 
with.” 


“To write into the order of appointment the date of 
termination confers tip moksha from Section, 25-F(b) 
is inferable from the proviso to Section 25-F(l).” 

The Supreme Court repelled the contention that automatic 
extinguishment of service by effluxion of time did not amount 
to retrenchment. 

8, Now, it cannot be disputed that the workman had ren¬ 
dered continuous service foi a period of one year within the 
meaning of’ Section 25-F read with Section 25-B of the 
Industrial Disputes Act. Now, the Supreme Court has iii the 
case of L. Robert D’Souza v. Executive Engineer, Southern 
Railway (Indian Factories Journal and Factories Journal 
Reports, Vol. 60 p. 144) derided on February 16, 1982, 
observed :— 

“Once the case doe* not fall in any of the excepted 
categories, the termination of service, even if it be 
according to automatic discharge from service under 
agreement, would none the less be “retrenchment" 

• within the meaning of section 2(oo) of the Act.” 

Jt is further observed 

“Even assuming that (be workman whose service was 
terminated was a dmly w'orkcr, once lie has ren¬ 
dered continuous uninterrupted service for a period 
Of one year or more within the meaning of section 
25-F’ of the Act nnd his services arc terminated for 
any reason whatsoever and the case did not fall 
within any of the excepted categories, notwithstand¬ 
ing that the julea governing his service would be 
attracted, they would have to be rend subject to 
the provision* of the Act, and the termination would 
amount to “rctrenchm; nt”“ 

It was therefore necessary for the corporation comply 
with the provisions in Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes 
Act as the termination of the services of the workman 
amounted to retrenchment. No one month's notice nor re¬ 
trenchment compensation wa^ paid to the workman. The 
termination of the services cf the workman therefore would 
be ab initio void. 

9. Mr. Mehta for the corporation submitted that the work¬ 
man could not be retained in service as she did not pass 
the competitive examination as required by the Regulations 
framed by die corporation. Her termination was therefore, 
justified. He relied upon the dcctsiort of the Orissa High 
Court was a case of compuNnrv retirement in terms ' of 
and Villncc Industries Board (1981 TI 1.1,1. n. 411). ft 
was held in that case that the termination being in term* 
of the Service Regulations, n did not amount to retrenchment 


The earlier decision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Hariprasad Shivshankar Shukla v. A. D. Divikar (AIR J9J7 
S, C. 121) was considered in this case. The decision 
of the Orissa High Court in the case of Puma Chandra 
Giri v. Krissa KJiadi and Village Industries Board (supra) ■ 
therefore will be of no avail io the employer-corporation. 

10. The services of the workman were terminated on 
3-1-1980. Despite the breaks in scr.ice the workman had 
admittedly worked for more than 240 dtps in the year 
piecceding 3-1-1980. It is clear that the termination of 
tile services of the workman amounted to retrenchment 
within the meaning of that expression in Section 2(oo) of 
the industrial Disputes Act, since it did not fall within 
rnv of the excepted categories mentioned in Section 2(oo). 
It musi, therefore he held that the teimination of the services 
of the workman amounted to retrenchment and as there W'ae 
no compliance with iho proiisions of Section 25-F of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, the letren.hmcnt vans bad and 
invalid, , 

11. A reference may oe made in this connection to the 

decision of the Kerala with Court in the case of Bhaskaran 
v, Sub-Divisional Officer (1982 1..L.J. p. 248) where It is 
observed :— 1 

“The provisions of Ss. of 25F, 25G and 25H have 
overriding effect. Anything inconsistent contained 
in any other “law", which necessarily includes the 
Service Rules, cannot be given effect to. They have 
simply to be ignored, if the establishment in ques¬ 
tion is an inustry.” 

The ubovo decision will support the view that if an em¬ 
ployee docs not pars a written test required for absorption 
in permanent service and the the services of such an em¬ 
ployee are sought to be terminated the employer is not 
exempted from the operations of Section 25-F of the Indus¬ 
trial Disputes Act merely because the passing of a written 
test is compulsory under the service rules or regulations. In 
view of this discussion, I hold that the retrenchment of the 
workman was improper, invalid and inoperalive. 

17. The next question is what relief should be given to 
the workman. A reference may usefully be made in this 
connection to the decision of the Supreme Court in the case 
of Sunandra Kumar v. Industrial Tribunal cum-Lahnur Court, 
New Delhi (1980 L.I.C. 1292).' In this case it was 
observed :— 

“Plain common sense dictates that thr removal of nil 
order terminating the sendees of workmen must 
ordinarily lead to the reinstatement of the services 
of the workmen. It is ns if the order hag never 
been and so it must ordinarily lend t® back wages 
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too. But there may bo exceptional circumstances 
which make it impossible or wholly inequitable vis- 
a-vis the employer and woikmen to direct reinstate¬ 
ment with lull back. Wages- For instance, the in¬ 
dustry might have closed down or might be in severe 
financial doldrums; the workmen concerned might 
have seemed better or other employment elsewhere 
and so on. In such situations, there i» a vestige of 
discretion left in the Couit to make appropriate 
consequential orders." 

In the above case the termination of the services of the 
workmen was in violation of the provisions in Section 25-F 
of the Industrial Disputr* AcL The Labour Court refused 
to give the workmen the relief oi reinstatement in service 
with full back wages, but instead directed the payment of 
compensation of six mouths’ salary to each ot the workmen 
in addition to the retrenchment compensation. The Labour 
Court in making this order watt influenced by the fact that 
the termination of the services of the workmen was a 
consequence of their failure to pass the test prescribed for 
permanent absorption into the set vice of the Bank and their 
reinstatement would have the eilec; of equating them with 
the workmen who had qualified for permanent absorption 
by passing the test. The workmen-appellants claimed before 
the Supreme Court that they should be awarded the relief of 
reinstatement with full back wages. After having considered 
the euilier decisions of the Supreme Court cited before 
them their Lordship* observed that in the case before them 
they were unable to see any special impediment in the way 
of awarding the relief of reinstatement. The Labour Court, 
ns is pointed out above observed that the award of the relief 
of reinstatement with full back wage 3 would put the work¬ 
men on a par with those who had qutdified for permanent 
absorption by passing the prcscribcc. test and that would 
create dis-satisfactfon amongst the latter. Their Lordships 
of the Supreme Court disagreeing with the view of the Labour 
Court observed that the workmen could never be on par 
since reinstatement would not qualify them for permanent 
absorption and thev would continue to be temporary, liable 
to be retrenched. The Supreme Court allowed the appeal of the 
workmen-appellants and they were directed to be reinstated 
with full back wages. However, the order of reinstatement 
was qualified with die following directives ;— 

“We, however, super impose the condition that the 
salary on reinstatement of the workmen will be the 
salary which they were drawing when ihcy \v--re 
retrenched (iubject of course 10 , ny revision of *c*le« 
that might have been made in the meanwhile) and 
the period from the date of retrenchment to the 
date of reinstatement will not be taken into account 
for the purpose of reckoning seniority of the 
workmen among temporary employees. The res¬ 
pondent is free tc deal with its employees, who 
are tempeuary according to the law." . 

13. I would therefore, in accordance with observations 
of the Supreme Court follow th* same course viz., granting 
reinstatement to the wot Lilian with full back wages with the 
conditions super-imposed as was done by the Supreme Court 

14. Mr. Mehta, the learned counsel for the employer-cor¬ 

poration, submitted that In case this Tribunal took the view 
that the termination of the' services of the workman was 
illegal and inoperative, to reinstatement should be ordered, 
instead the Workman should be given compensation equivalent 
to a few months' pay and allowances. I must confess that 
I had accepted this submission in a similar cose, being Re¬ 
ference No. OGIT-1 of 1930 where this corporation was 
the employer. The facts of that case were similar in as' 
much as the services of the workman there were terminated 
as the workman had not passed the test. The services of 
the workman were so terminated without complying the 
provisions in Section 25-F of the Industrial Disputes Act 
Instead of granting the "relief of reinstatement I had ordered 
that the workman should be given compensation equivalent 
to six months' bav and allowances, if nnv. In making that 
order, I had relied upon certain observations of the Supreme 
Court in the case of Gujarat S’rel Tubes Ltd, v. Its Mazdoor 
Sabba (19R0 L.T.C. 1004 L The decision of the Supreme 

Court in Surendra Kumar v. Industrial Trihunal-cum-Labour 
Court. New Delhi Copra) was not brought to mv notice at 
that time. In view' of what is observed by th- Supreme 
Court In the care of Surendra Kumar v. Industrial Tn'bunal- 
ewm-Labour Court. New Delhi (supra) where facts were 
Identical T am of the view that the workman, Mrs, KuHqami 
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should be reinstated wnh fuh back wages. The salary of 
die workman, however, on reinstatement will be the salary 
winch she was drawing when she was retrenched from ser¬ 
vice (subject to any revision of scales that might have been 
made in the meanwhile) and the period from •he date of re¬ 
trenchment to the dale ol reinstatement will not be taken into 
account for the purpose of reckoning seniority of the 
workman among temporary employee*. 

15. In the result, I find that the management of E.S.I.C- 
h not justified in toiminuting the service* of the workman, 
Mrs, M. P. Kulkarni, with effect from 3-1-1980. She would 
he entitled lo the relief of reinstatement with full back wage* 
with ^o”ditions as stipulated above. 

16. Myt award accordingly. No order a* tc co«t» 

M. D. KAMBLT, Presiding Officer 
(No. L-15012(l)/81-D. II (B)] 

New Delhi, the 13lh December, 1982 

S.O. 53,—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Bombay, in'the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Cbntuil Railway and their workmen, which was re¬ 
ceived by the Central Government on 7-12-82. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2, BOMBAY 

PRESEN I' : 

Shri M. A. Devhpande, Presiding Officer. 

Reference No, CG1T-2/31 of 1981 

PARTIES t 

Employer* in relation to the Management of Central 
Railway. 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES; 

For the Employers-—Shri P. R. Pai, Advocate. 

For the workmen- -Shri V. B. hlahadeshwar, Convenor, 
Jt. Action Coraraitteo of Clerical Staff of C. Rly, 
Parel. 

INDUSTRY : Railways. STATE : Maharashtra. 

Bombay, dated Iho 19th November, 1982 
AWARD 

By their order No. L-41011(13)/81-D.n8 dated 2-11-1981 
the Central Government have referred the following two issues 
for adjudication under Section 10(l)(d) of the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act, 1947 :— 

“Whether the demand of the workmen for filling up of 
the upgraded post of Office Superintendent at Parel 
Workshop on unitwise basis is justified 7 If *o, to 
what relief are the workmen entitled? 

Whether the action ot the Central Railway in applying 
para 315 of the Indian Railway Establishment 
Manual for fixing the icnidritv of Chief Clerk* for 
the purpose of filling up of the upgraded post of 
Office Supdts. is justified 7 If not to what relief are 
the concerned workmen entiled 7’’ 

2. The matter it beir.j* agitated by Joint Action Committee 
for Centra) Railway Clerical Staff Struggle and this Committee 
who has filed itatemcnt of claim in support of the claim. 
The record sneaks that there are two unions working in the 
field namely Parel Workshop, Central Railway, by name Na¬ 
tional Railway Mazdoor Union and the Central Railway Maz¬ 
door Sangh, who were served with notice of the present pro¬ 
ceeding but none of them turned up with the result that the 
Action Committee has remained the sole agitator. The Rail¬ 
ways However have not challenged the right of the said Com¬ 
mittee to espouse the cause of the workmen and as such 
on teference, the matter has to be adjudicated. The silence 
observed by the two unions lead to the inference that they do 
not want to add anything to what is contended by the Action 
Committee and therefore did not feel it necessary to come 
forward. 

3. The contention of the Committee as seen from the state¬ 
ment of claim Ex. 3/W is that initially the clerical cadre 
of the Central Railway Workshop Parel which is inclusive 
of Kurduwadl Workshop wa 5 combined with the clerical 
cadres of Chief Mechanical Engineer’s Office, Matunga Work¬ 
shop and Jhansi Workshop for the purpose of promotion to , 
the selection post of Chief Clerk in the grade of Rs. 335-425 
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(AS)/Rs. 550-7J0(RS). However the recruitment to the lowest 
giade clerical post of Clerk in the scale of Rs. 110-180(Ao)/ 
260-4OOtRS) was all along being effected by each of ihe 
units separately, parity by direct recruitment through the Rail¬ 
way Service Commission, and appointments on compassionate 
grounds and partly by promotion from Class-lV. Similarly 
promotions to the next higher grade posts namely Senior 
Clerk/Time-keepers in the time scale of Rs. 130-300 (AS)/ 

Rs. 330-560 (RS) and the Head Clerk/Tune keepei in the 
scale of Rs. 210-380 (AS)/Rs, 425-700 (RS) were made on 
the basis of Unit-wise seniority. It is alleged that because of 
the creation end operation of comparatively more number of 
higher posts in the office of the Chief Mechanical Engineer, 
the Junior and Senior Clerks in the said office were able 
to secure promotions to the post of Head Cleik much more 
earlier than their counterpart serving in Parel Workshop 
despite having put in longer years service in the relevant 
grade posts than the former. The promotions to the selection 
post of Chief Clerk was also in the combined seniority of all 
separate units together, drawn on the basis of the date of 
the entry to the grade of Head Clerk, as a result of which, 
it is alleged, Head Clerks of the Chief Mechanical Engineer’s 
office though comparatively junior became eligible and se¬ 
cured promotion to the post of Chief Clerk much more 
earlier than the senior clerical staff of the Parel Unit, This 
was in spite of the Central Railway letter No. 21800-RA/ 
Spl. IV dated 26-12-1968 to decentralise ministerial cadre* 
and effect promotions upto grade Rs. 335-425 (AS) on unit- 
wise basis. Similarly, the Railway Board’s instructions in the 
letter No. PC-63/’Ft. 4/4 dated 15-12-1967 to the effect that 
the clerical posts, based on the percentage of distribution of 
posts in the various grades, including grade Rs. 335-425 (AS) 
should bo evenly distributed amongst all the units was also 
not given effect to in respect of Parel Clerical Unit. It is 
alleged that a number of clerical posts in the grade Rs. 335- 
425(AS) were actually operated in the Chief Mechanical 
Engineer’s office and this was despite the Railway Board’s 
mandatory order contained in the letter No. PC. III/74-PS- 
3/UPG/5 dated 14-2-1977. By the said letter the Ministry 
of Railways have expressed their desire to ensure that due 
shaie of higher grade posts sanctioned under the scheme in 
each category is allotted to various divisional/subordinate 
office* without any undue wrightage being given to Headauar- 
ters offices. 

4. Because of this great injustice there were joint represen¬ 
tations, interviews and meetings with the concerned authorities 
when it was ultimately decided by the Central Railway 
Administration by their letter No, HPB/201/UPG, dated 
23-6-1979 to decentralise and fill up the posts of Chief Clerks, 
grade Rs. 550-750 (RS) from among the eligible candidates 
of each seniority unit, this decision, it is alleged, made effec¬ 
tive from 1-1-1979 and only eligible candidates from among 
the Parel Unit were considered and a panel of selected can¬ 
didates was drawn and approved by the competent authority 
on 8-8-1979. 

5. Later on, under the scheme of restructuring of the cleri¬ 
cal cadres, four posts of Chief Clerks grade Rs. 550-750 (RS) 
from amongst the total posts of Chief Clerks within the cadre 
of Parel Workshop became due for upgradallon to the post 
of Office Superintendent in the grade Rs. 700-900 (Rs). It is 
alleged that this upgradatfon of the Chief Clerks to office 
Supdt. did not involve or envisage any change or additions 
to the duties and responsibilities attached to such upgraded 
posts. It is also a non-selection post to be filled in from 
amongst the Chief Clerks of Parel Unit in the order of their 
seniority. However instead of following the proper procedure, 
it is complained, the Central Railway Administration posted 
candidates from other Units thus depriving the eligible can¬ 
didates of Parel Unit of their due chance of promotion. 

6 . Regarding point No. 2 it is contended that for the 
purpose of filling up the upgraded post of Office Supdt. in 
the grade Rs. 700-900 (RS) on the basis of the pooled senio¬ 
rity of all the four units the procedure laid down is to draw 
out a combined seniority list of all the Chief Clerks of the 
four unit* namely Parel Workshop, Matunga Workshop, Jhansi 
Workshop and Chief Mechanical Engineer’s office, Bombay 
ps contemplated under para 314 of the Indian Railways Est¬ 
ablishment Manual and then to effect the promotion to the 
post of office Supdt, It is alleged that the panel of the Chief 
Clerks of Parel Workshop was approved by the competent 
authority on 8-8-1979 while the panels for other three units 
were drawn and approved much time thereafter. It Is alleged 

i n _para 314 of the Manual all the empaneffed 
Chief Clerks of Parel Unit are eligible to have their seniority 


fixed cnblock over the Chief Clerks of all other concerned 
units thus entitling the enlor-most Chief Clerks of Parel 
Unit to promotion to the lour posts of Office Supdt. jn their 
own Unit. However, the Central Administration erroneously 
regulated the seniority and promotion by mis-applytng para. 

315 of the Manual, thereby depriving the eligible Chief 
Clerks of Parel Workshop of the chance of promotion. 

7. It is therefore prayed that the up graded post of Office 
Supdt. should be filled in by seniority on Unit-wife basis and 
that while fixing the senioiity not para.315 but para.314should 
be the governing paragraph and suitable declaration to be 
given accordingly. 

8 . By their written statement Ex, 2/M the Railways 
refuted these contentions. They admit that the clorieal post 
upto and including grade Rs.550-750 (RS) have been decen¬ 
tralised and arc being filled in by Unit-wise from amongst 
the staff of that Unit. It is however contended that the posts 
of grade Rs. 700-900 (RS) are centrally controlled at the 
Head-quarters level and filled -in on pooled seniority in the 
various Units, Therefore the four posts of Parel Woikshop, 
it is alleged, ,arc filled/to be filled by senior-most suitable 
candidates on pooled seniority basis observing 40 points roster 
for employees belonging to reserved communities. It is 
alleged that the post of Office Superintendent is to be filled 
in by promotion from amongst the senior-most suitable can¬ 
didates in the next lower grade and if that date of appoint¬ 
ment is the same, the date of entry to the grade next below 
shall be the determining factor. It is therefore contended that 
the total length of service in the clerical cadre is not the 
criterion to deteimine the seniority. Lastly it is stated that the 
qtigstion of decentralising the posts of Office SlipJt is under 
consideration in consultation with the organisation of labour 
and till such time the promotion channel cannot be changed 
unilaterally by the Railways and so the reference should be 
dismissed- 

9, On the above pleadings the following Issues arise for 
consideration and my findings thereof are :— 

ISSUES.. FINDINGS 

1. Whether the orders contained in the letters Only relevant 
No. 21800-RA /Spl. IV dated 26-12-1968, for proving the 
PC-63/Pt.4 .dated 15-12-1967 and letters history. 

PC. 111/74- PS- 3/ UPG/5 dated 14-2-1977 
have relevance and whether they govern the 
question of Unit-wise seniority? 

2. Whether the demand of employees for fil- Yes 
ling up the upgraded posts at Parel Work¬ 
shop on unit-wise basis is Justified ? 

3. If yes what relief is possible? As per award. 

4. Whether the Railways have wrongly appl- Yes 
ied paragraph 315 of the Indian Railway 
Establishment Manual and should have 
applied paragraph 314 ? 

5. If yes whether the seniority of Chief Clerks No 
for the purpose of filling up of the 
upgraded posts of Office Superintendent has 
been rightly fixed ? 

6 . If not to what relief the concerned employees 

are entitled? Does not arise. 

7. What award? As per award . 

REASONS 

10. Both the parties decided not to adduce any oral evi¬ 
dence in the case but relied upon the documents and other 
material brought on record. At Ex. 5/W there is a Railway- 
Board’s letter dated 15-12-1967 wherein Ihe injustice caused 
by the pooled seniority was considered and it was decided 
that the higher grade posts ihoutd be distributed between 
Headquarters and Divisions or Workshops or other subordi¬ 
nate offices, separately for each of the Units of promotion in 
grades for which promotion is unitwise and not all Railway- 
wise basis. Next comes the D.O. letter dated 18-7-1977 
written by the Dy. Chief Mechanical Engineer Parel recom¬ 
mending that selection for the post of Chief Clerk and 
Poisonncl inspectors should not he held on pooled basis but 
on unit basis. We find a reflection thereof in the letter of 
the Chief Mechanical Engineer, Bombay V.T. Ex, 7|W dated 
23-6-79 whereby the Railways decided to decentralise the post 
of Chief Clerk with effect from 1-1-1979 and to fill in the 
vacancies from amongst the eligible candidates of each senior¬ 
ity unit. It was directed to take immediate action to form 
panels for filling up the upgraded selection grade posts 
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of Chief Clerks in the grade of Rs. 550-750{RS) by the Units 
themselves. At Ex. 8/W there is a letter dated 13-7-19/7 
calling for the considered opinion ol the Unions regarding the 
avenue ot promotion of clerical staif of Parel Workshop. At 
Ex. 9/W dated 10-8-199 we find the names of employecs- 
workmen —1 or tilling the post of Chief Clerk/lime-keepers 
Grade 1 in the scale of Rs. 550750 (RS) of Parel and Kuidu- 
wad Workshop. 

11. We have already noticed that all along the demand of 
the Parel Workshop was to treat them as a separate unit for 
avenue of promotion and in this demand they got the support 
from the uy. Mechanical Engineer, Parel as seen from the 
letter dated 31-10-1979 Ex. 10/W who found this demand as 
just and genuine, ihe same Officer by another letLcr Ex. 11/ 
jyf dated 1M-3-1980 suggested that seniority for promotion tor 
the post of Office Suenntcndent in the scale Rs. 700-900 (RS) 
should have been based on the seniority of the Chief Clcik 
the grade immediately below, under paragraph 314 ot the 
Indian Railways Establishment Manual. The Officer has point¬ 
ed out that in the past the seniority for promotion to P.l. 
tycale Ks. 550-750 (RS) was based on the principle laid down 
in paragraph 314 of the Establishment Manual and the staff 
ot Maiunga workshop were treaLcd as senior for piomo.ion 
as P.l. and as they were placed on the panel in the scale 
Rs. 425-3540 (RS) earlier than the staif of Parel and the 
same analogy should be applied. 

12. As far back, as in tile 1967 by letter dated 15-12-67 
the Railway Bomd had taken a decision that the higher grade 
posts should be distributed between Headquarters and Divi¬ 
sions or Workshops or other subordinate dikes, separately 
for each of the Units of promotion in grades for which pro¬ 
motion is unit-wise and not all Railway-wise basis strictly 
according to the prescribed percentages. It was found that 
the centralised system caused injustice to the other officers 
like Parel Workshop etc. As a rcsull of this letter by another 
letter dated 26-12-1968 Ex. 13/M it was decided that each 
departmental Headquarters would be an independent unit upto 
and inclusive of the grade Rs. 335-425 (AS) and the post* 
in the grade of Rs. 350-475 (AS) will be filled on the basis 
of pooled seniority of the staff in the grade of Rs. 335-425 
(AS) of all Headquarters units. However on 23-6-1979 a 
directive was issued that the post of Chief Clerk in the grade 
of Rs. 550-750 should be decentralised with effect from 
1-1-1979 and filled from among the eligible candidates of 
each *niority unit. Now from Ex. 16/M we come to know 
that in the year 1979 as well as in the year 1980 the number 
of clerical posts in the Pare! Workshop remained the same 
at 375 and the only change was effected in the various grades 
being 9 posts of Office Superintendent with effect from 
1-10-1980, in the scale of Rs. 700-900 (RS). 

13. It was urged on behalf of the Railways that although 
there was decentralisation of the post of Chief Clerks, when 
the question of posting of Office Supdt. comes in, not the 
Unit-wise seniority but pooled seniority should be the cri¬ 
terion and it was suggested that till this issue is under con¬ 
sideration no unilateral action could be taken by the Railways 
We have already seen that decentralisation was effected in 
oider not to allow an unit to get advantage over other units 
because of various factors and ultimately even the posts of 
Chief Clerk from amongst whom upgraded posts of Office- 
wise. were to be filled in were also decentralised on Unit- 
wise basis. Now once the principle that decentralisation is 
necessary stands accepted, there in no reason why this should 
not be extended further and it is made applicable to the 
post of office Supdt. especially when the contention of the 
Action Committee in para. 2(V) of Ex. 3/M to the effect 
that the upRradation or the posts from Chief Clerk to Office 
Supdt. did not involve or envisage any change or additions to 
the duties and responsibilities attached to such upgraded posts, 
is not refuted. It is also a non-seleclion post and therefore 
must be filled in on seniority basis. There is grant force 
in the contention of the Action Committee that if the pooled 
seniority is taken into account, candidates from other units 
are likely to gain advantage at the costs of Chief Clerks 
serving at the Unit at Parel and the former decentralisation 
being the result of removal of such injustice, th e same rule 
will have to be followed in the case of Office Supdt. also. 
A tin st the Railways could not point out as to how the rules 
of pooled seniority of office Supdt. would be just parti¬ 
cularly when upto the posting of Chief Clerks 
the same was discarded being causing injustice. I therefore 
answer is«e No. 2 suitably namely that the demand for 
Umt-wise seniority is justified Various circulars are referred 
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to for issue No. 1 but they have got no direct bearing except 
tor tracing the history about decentralisation at various stages. 

14. Even one of the officers has found the demand true and 
genuine and the Railways have also not rejected the demand 
nut kept it under consideration. Having regard to this fact 
and further having regard to tire circumstances discussed above 
rules of seniority of Unit-wise basis will have to be applied 
from date of reference atleast if not earlier and suitable 
promotional avenues will have to be given to the person 
concerned. Once point No. 1 is answered suitably really 
appearing point No. 2 would not arise at all. However, 
since there is a reference finding one way or other will have 
to bo noted. The Rules regulating seniority of non-Gazetted 
Railway servants are to be found in Chapter HI of the Rail¬ 
way Establishment Manual. Under the Para 314 which lays 
down seniority in selection posts, it has been laid down that 
seniority of two or more officiating railway seivants selected 
at different selections for a particular selection post should 
be fixed with reference to the date of selection, that is to 
say, railway servants borne on an earlier panel shall be senior 
to those selected later even though the latter may be continu¬ 
ously officiating in the selection post as a local arrangement 
trom a date prior to the date of promotion of the former 
or the latter may be substantively senior to the former. We 
have already seen that in his letter dated 18-3-1980 the 
Dy. Chief Mechanical Engineer Parel had drawn the attention 
of his superior that the seniority for the promotion at Parel 
in the grade Rs. 550-750 was based on the principle laid 
down in paragraph 314 of the Establishment Manual and it 
is further stated that the staff of the Matunga Workshop was 
treated as senior for promotion as P.l, as they are placed 
on the panel earlier than the Staff of Parel. It is the con¬ 
tention of the workmen that in pursuance of the direction 
given in the letter dated 23-6-1979 the Parel workshop had 
formed a panel while other units had lagged behind. 

15. The Railways are applying paragraph 315 but it is 
attracted only if the date of appointment to a grade is the 
same. After the panels were formed and when para. 314 is 
clear it would be the said paragraph and not paragraph 315 
which would govern the seniority. If at all there is another 
paragraph applicable it would be paragraph 321 which deter¬ 
mines the relative seniority of employee* in an intermediate 
grade belonging to different seniority units appearing for 
selection/noYi-selection post in higher grade. Different senio¬ 
rity units are therefore considered separately at the same 
time if the inter-se seniority is to be fixed the said paragraph 
would be attracted. Therefore answer issue 4 suitably and 
hold that the seniority of the Chief Clerks on the basis of 
paragraph 315 is wrongly fixed and it should be under para¬ 
graph 314. However since point No. 1 is decided in favour 
of the Action Committee no relief need be granted on this 
account. Award accordingly. 

No order as to cost*. 

M. A. DESHPANDE, Presiding Offiier 
[No. L-14011(13)[81-D, II (B)] 
S. S, PRASHER, Desk Officer. 

Dated : 25-11-82. 

New Delhi, the 13th December, 1982 

S.O. 54.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Dispute* Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad in the Industrial 
dispute between the employer* in relation to the managemnt 
of Bhulanbararee Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, Post Office Bhulanbararee, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern¬ 
ment on the I Oth December, 1982, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Sec, 10(lXd) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
Reference No. 43 of 1981 

PARTIES : 

Employers In relation to the management of Bhulan¬ 
bararee Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Limi¬ 
ted, Post Office Bhulanbararee, District Dhanbad. 
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AND Tho nutter w is re furred to H.Q.fmd it was decided to sett] 

the disp-uo betwo'J i iho p irties o.i the following turns and con- 


Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Mr, Justice Manoranjan Prasad (Retd.) Presiding Officer, 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employe! s—Slit i G. Prasad, Advocate. 

For the Woikmcn—Shri S. Bose, Secretary, Rashtriya 
Colliery M.,zdoor S..ngh. 

STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dhanbad, the frh December, 1982 
AWARD 

The present reference arises out of Order No. L-20012/ 
144/8 TD.III(A) dated the 28th July, 1981 passed by the 
Central Government in respect of an industrial dispute bet¬ 
ween the parties mentioned above. The subject matter of 
the dispute has been specified in the schedule to the said 
order and the said schedule runs as follows :— 

"Whether the demand of the workmen of Bhulanbararee 
Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited at 
and Post Office Bhulanbararee, District Dhunbad, 
that Shri R.ima Shankar Singh should bo designated 
as a Munshi and paid in the scale of pay attached 
to that post is justified ? If so, to what relief is 
the workman entitled ?” 

2. The dispute has been settled out of Couit. A memoran¬ 
dum of settlement dated 2-12-1982 has been filed in Court. 
I have gone through the terms of settlement and I find them 
quite fair qnd reasonable. There is no reason why an awnjd 
should not bo made on the terms and conditions laid down 
in the Memorandum of Settlement. I accept it and make 
an award accoidingly. The memorandum of settlement shall 
form part of the award. 

3. Tet a copy of this award bo sent to the Ministry at 
required under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

MANORANJAN PRASAD, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-20012/144/81-D.IIKA)] 

Ref. No- GM-PER/XT/81/5643-45 Date 16-10-1981 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT UNDER RULE 
58 OF INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE CENTRAL RULES, 1957 
Representing the Men gcmcnt : Repiesenting the. Utton: 
Shri P.K. Roy, Dy. Perm- Shri Ram Jamm Singh, Bn 
nel Manager Secretary, R.C.M S. BhuLn- 

Shri SRK Ruo, Personnel btrarco Br..nch. 

Officer. ShriR'.ma Sank irSingh,OBR 

Bhulanban.rco Colliery. 
SHORT RECHAL OF THE CASE 

A i Ildus trial dispute was raw. J before A.L.C. (C) Dhan bad 
1 n respect of Sri Rim St lk r Z> t:;h cl timing the wages and 
category of Mu ishi. Tile dibp ite end,d in failure and .he Mitu- 
'try of Labour n-foiVJ J the Tn tter for ndjr l’ctioi under the 
follow'rtg Arms: — 

‘‘Whether the dem-nd of the worKtnan of Bhulanbararee- 
Cillicry of Missis B'urat Coking Coil Limited at 
tho Post Offi r B ula ibirtM, District Dhanbad that 
Shri Rama S nkar Singh should be designated as a 
Mmshi and pud in f hc su-le of ply attached to that 
post is justified 7 If so to wh .t relief is the workm ’.u 
entitled 7” 


d‘lions: — 

1. That Sri Rum Sninker Smgh, ORR w .s working as 
Mu ishiMiillbc Je.ig i :te 1 i, M J lffiias p;r vVage B md anl bo 
pi .c d in Cl. rical Gr 1 do III with unmed' -tc effect. 

2. That it -.via agreed between the pirtles til 1 1 Sri Rim; 
Shankar Smgn she11 not claim the wages of Munshi prior to tho 
date of tho jet.lenient. 

3. It wasr-jroed bot.veen the p .rtics th su.c d spate his 
boo i referred to ; hc lid i tr.al Tribuial fjr a ljud c tion, (hco 
parties will file a joint compromise pet tion before tho Ho l’ble 
Tributal wuci tho case is tH; l T)f tumiisiio i jfwi-ttei com¬ 
ments etc. 

4. Th .t the issues iivolvc roolvcl fii.Uy bj'.vooa tho. 
p --tUs. 

Man flomen; side Union Side 

Sign* uro Sip'ii ituro 

SJ /- SJ /- 

1. (P.K. Roy) 1. (Rim Jamin Singh) 

Dy. Peraoiicl Mvngoi'. Bunch Sccrernry, ROMS, 

Bnulanbir -roe Cjllmry 

ad!- Stl/- 

2. (S R.K. Rao) 2. fRamt Sankn>- Singh) 

Personnel Offl-cr. OBR, Bhultinb '.ratve Colliery. 

Part of the Award 

S.O. 55.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
heir by publishes the following award of the Cential Govern¬ 
ment Indu-tfial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad, In the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Noonedih-litpur Collierv of. Messrs Indian Iron 
& Steel Company Limited, Post Office Bhaga, District Dban- 
had, and their Workmen, which was received by tho Central 
Government on the 10th December, 1982. * 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Sec. 10(i)(d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 17 of 1981 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Noonodih- 
Jitpur Colliery of M/s. Indian Iron & Steel Com¬ 
pany Limited, P. O. Bhaga, District Dhanbad. 

AND 

' Their Workmen. 

PRESENT : 

Mr. Justice Manoranjan Prasad (Retd.) Presiding 
Officer. 

APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers.—Shri T, P. Choudhury, Advocate. 

For the Workmen,—Shri jS. Bose, Secretary Rashtriya 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 

STATE : Bihar. * INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dhanbad, the 4th December, 1982 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-200J2(277)/80-D. TTI(A) dated the Mth 
April 1981, the Central Government in the Ministry of 
Labour has, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Dis- 
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pules Act, 1947 (hereinafter referred to as the Act), referred 
the follow ins dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

“Whether the demand of S/Shri S. H Rahman, Ajit 
Mishra, Bitendra Singh, Sovnaln Yadav, Shama 
Tabroj, Jafar Khan, Shrinath, K. K. Gupta, Shyant- 
lal, Haripado Tewari, Sarbajit Yadav, Akhtar Khan, 
Lukman Passi, Sahadeo Mishra, Raghupaty, Hari 
Ram Yadav, Sachida Nand. Chandrika Singh, 
Ramesh and Hanu Bhuia, Heavy Tyndals of Noono- 
dih-Jitpur Colliery, of Messrs Indian Iron and Steel 
Company Limited, Post Office Bhaga, District 
Dhanbad,’ for payment of Category-IV wages from 
June, 1977 is justified ? If so, to what relief are 
the said workmen entitled 7” 

2. The General Secretaiy of the Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor 
Sangh which has * sponsored the cause of the concern¬ 
ed woikmen, has filed written statement and rejoinder on 
behalf of the concerned workmen, and, similarly, the Area 
Manager of Noonodih-!itni-r Colliery has filed written state¬ 
ment and rejoinder on behalf of the management. 

3. The case of the concerned workmen is that they, along- 

with several others, are permanent employees of Nooncdih- 
Jitpur Colliery of M/s. Indian Iron and Steel Company 
Limited, P. O. Bhaga, District Dhanbad sipcc 1971 on the 
same or similar job equivalent to the job of Heavy Tyndals 
both on the surface as well as in the underground mines 
according to orders of the controlling authorities at the colliery 
level ard, in accordance with the job performed by them 
regularly over the years they are entitled to receive Cat. IV 
rate s of wages, whereas they are being paid different rate 
of wages of Cat. II or Cat. Ill, and thus they are being dis¬ 
criminated, against by the management. They represented 
their case before the management for paying them Cat. JV 
rate of wages when a group of their co-workers were paid 
Cat. IV rate of wages with effect fro r. L bn' ■' •: 

concerned workmen were left out. 1 : >'. h i- 

receive justice from the hands of the rr n 

of the workmen represented their case h' - 're 

Commissioner (Central), Dhanbad. !!i ‘ •' - <■ — ta rn 

proceedings ended in failure and this 1 ,1 !•• :be fir in¬ 
ference by the' Central Government. On these grounds the 
workmen claim Cat. IV rate of wages with effect fiom June', 
1977. 

4. On the other hand, the case of the management is 
that the job description of “Tyndals” at SI. No. 5 of Cat. 
IV (Skilled Junior) at page 46 of Appendix V of Vol-II 
of the Central Wage Board recommendations for the Coal 
Mining Industry, accented by (he Centra! Government v.ith 
effect from 15-8-1967, vide Notification No. WB-16C5)/ 
666 dated 21-7-1967 of the Government of India. Ministry 
of Labour, Employment k Rehabilitation (Deptt. of Labour 
k Employment), is as follows : 

“Men generally emploj eJ in moving engineeiing stores, 
drums of oil and greases. Also responsible ior 
erection dismantling of structures and installation 
and withdrawal of machinery.” 

According to the management, the concerned workmen 
do not move engineering stores, drums of oil or greases and 
they are also not called upon for election, dismantling of 
structures and installation and withdrawal of machinery. In 
fact, in Jitpur colliery theie are 76 Tyndals in the engineering 
side and 32 Tyndals in the mining side which are much more 
than the number required in carrying on the work. So far 
as the concerned workmen are concerned they were deployed, 
if and when so required, in miscellaneous jobs. None 
of them has either the capacity or capability of doing iob 
of Tyndal. At times their services are lequired in lowering 
timbei/arches/girders etc. in underground. Timber lowering 
has always been done Lowering of arches /girders is due 
to new technology. Such type of jobs which are all com¬ 
paratively new developments are not covered by the job 
descripition in the Coal Awards or in the Wage Board re¬ 
commendations. This is whv the matter was referred to the 
Standardisation Committee of Joint Bipartite Committee for 
the Coal Industry (hereinfater referred to as TBCCT) which 
has been specially constituted to review and examine the 
reports of the different sub committees constituted by the 
JBCCI on new jobs and giving appropriate categories and 
preparation of job descriptions for underground mines and 


also for miscellaneous sections such as workshop, excavation 
elc. as per clause 12-',-2 of the National Coal Wage Agree¬ 
ment (II) (hercinaUer rcferied to as NCWA-JI). So far 
as the JBCCI is concerned it has already standardised a num¬ 
ber of jobs 'ana ako pr ovUed job descriptions. The type of 
Job involved in the instant case has not so far been finalised 
but the management has already made a reference in this 
r-'grrd and the Standa-di^ation Committee is already seized 
of th c matter and cicrision ‘is awaited soon. So far as 
NCWA(II) is concerned it is a settlement within the mean¬ 
ing of Sec. 2(p) of the Act in as much as copies of the 
agreement, which is ’ iparfite one, between seven 1 com- 
paines including M/s. Indian lion and Steel Company LimiJed, 
representmg the mai'agement. and several trade unions, in¬ 
cluding INTUG, to which the «porr-qring union, the Rashtriya 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangb is affiliated, representing the workers, 
were duly forwarded to (be appropriate authorities under 
Rule 58(41 of the Industrial Disputes (Central) Rtiles, 
1957 thereinafter referred to as the Rides). Since the settle¬ 
ment is still subsis'ing and has not been terminated, no 
industrial dispute can be raised during the pendency of the 
s-tlliment. T!u<= was pointed out to the conciliation officer, 
but he lo=t s : eht of th<* matter, and, without iurisdiction. pro¬ 
ceeded with the cor^'H'dion proceedings p,nd submitted a 
failure report fo the Govt, of India icccmmending a reference 
to an Industrial Tribunal. The employers as also the work¬ 
men are bound by he decision of the Standardisation Ccm- 
n>?t;« ns an-’-rved bv the TBCCT. and, therefore, in case 
his Tribunal proceeds with the reference and gives any 
findings, there may be a conflict of decision which is not 
warranted, apart from the fact that the empkvers as aho 
the workmen have already selected thrir fomm, and, therefore, 
the nr?«ent reference is bed and not maintainable before 
the Tribunal. 

5. Parties have led both oral and documentary evidence 
in support of their respective cases. 

6. At the time of healing there did not appear to be 

any difference or dispute betveen the parties regarding the 
type or work that the concerned workmen 'have been doing 
in Noonodih-Jicpur colliery. S. H. Rahman (WW-l), who 
is me only witness examined on behalf of the concerned 
workmen, has stated in his examination-in-chief that he 
was working in Noonooih-JitpUi colliery since 1974 and 
since June 1977 he was duiug the work of un-loading rails 
fio/n truck on which they are brought from Chasnala colliery 
and he carries them to the woikshop of Nconodih-Jitpur 
colliery and other concerned workmen arc aiso doing these 
jobs since 1977. He has fuilher deposed that thereafter 
he and o'.het concerned workmen get those rails cut to 
various sizes by the machine men of the workshop, and there¬ 
after they carry those rail pieces of different sizes to the pit 
top of the colliery and thereafter some of the concerned 
workmen go down the mines with those rails in a case and 
inside the mine those jails are again un-loaded by some 
of the concerned woikmen and taken to a place of storage, 
and similarly heavy getters are also handled by the concerned 
workmen. He has further deposed that be and other con¬ 
cerned workmen also un-load arches which are brought from 
Chasnala colliery and take them inside the mine in the same 
manner and they also cairy props, ventilation pipes and 
wooden sleepers inside the mines on case which are operated 
by electric lifts, and they ai-o carry damaged and defective 
arches and pipes from inside the mine to the ground surface 
with the help of cages, and these are all the works which 
he and other concerned workmen do. His aforesaid evidence 
in the examination-in-chief regarding the types of work 
that he and other concerned workmen have been doing in 
Noonodih-Jitpur colliery has not been challenged by the 
management in his cross-examination, and, on behalf of the 
management, it has only b’en suggested in his cross-examina¬ 
tion that the type of work about which he had deposed in 
his examination-in-chief are all work required to be cone bv 
general un-skilled mazdoors, which he has. of course, denied. 
A. K. Chutterjee (MW-1), who is on A'stt. Supdt. in Jitpur 
colliery, has also stated in hi': very examination-in-chief that 
the concerned workmen do the work of lowering timbers, 
eogeinw supers, rwchee, and rails inside the mine 

f-om. the '■u’rfnce level. Tn bis erncs-examinatidn be has 
also - admitted that hcaw material such as arches, joist, rails 
etc. are brought from Chasnala colliery to Jitnrr collierv hv 
truck and the concerned workmen un-load those materials 
from truck and take them to the workshop for cutting the 
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rail s to different requited sizes and thereafter those materials 
arc emned by the concerned workmen to the pit top and 
then they lower them down underground with the help of 
cages and they also un-load these materials fiom the cages 
ami stoic them at the pit bottom and they also carry arches 
from the pit bead to the underground in cage s and un-load 
them at the pit bottom His evidtrice in Ills examination- 
m chief that the concerned workmen do not cairy drums of 
oil or greases nor they are employed in erection or dismantl¬ 
ing of structures or installation 01 withdrawal of machinery, 
has not been challenged on behalf of the workmen in hl« 
cross-examination 

7 From the afoiesaid evidence adduced by the parties 
it would, thus, appeal, as has already been stated above, 
that there is no dispute between the parties regaidlng the types 
of woik that the concerned workmen have been doing at 
Noonodih-Jltpur colliery 

8 It is, however, the case of the management that the 
t>pcs of wotk which the concerned workmen are admittedly 
doing do not conform to the job description of Tyndals men¬ 
tioned undei item No 5 of Cat IV at page 46 of Appendtx-V 
of Vol II of the Central Wage Board recommendations which 
has already been quoted above The case of the management 
on his point is that since according to their own case and 
cvldtnce the concerned workmen are not employed in mov¬ 
ing drums of oil and greases nor are they lesponsible for 
erection, dismantling of structures and installation and with¬ 
drawal of machinery, they cannot come under that category 
of Tyndals and their work being that of general un skilled 
mazdoors they have been pm m Cat II or III as the case 
may be according to the nntuic of work that they are doing 

9 On the other hand has been contended by Mr Btse 
appealing tor the workmen that prior to the recommenda¬ 
tions of the Central Coal Wage Board there was Mazumdar 
Awaid as coniirmcd by the Labour Appellate Tribunal Hnd 
modified by Das Gupta Award according to which the job 
dcscuption ol “Tyndal (light)' foi colliery under Item 
No 90 at page 77 of Appendix XI of Vol-JI of the Mazumdar 
Awaid was “Men generally employed in moving engineering 
stoies, drums of oil Lnd greases etc", the job description 
of Tyndal (Heavy)’’ as given in Item No 98 at page 78 
was ‘A workman employed in moving heavy objects or in 
engineering erection, work undei the direction of Tyndal 
Supervisor or Jamadars”, the job description of Tyndals 
(Heavy) for workshop indcr Item No W 29 at page 85 was 
“See job descuption for Colliery Tyndals These men handle 
machinery at the woikshop and also work at collieries from 
tune to time, particularly in election and dismantling work,” 
and the job description of “Tyndal (Ordinary)” under Item 
No W 30 at the same page was “These men do 
general tyndals” woik but are not usually employed on erec¬ 
tion woi'k requiring “kill They arc mainly employed on 
the moving of stores etc and the loading and unloading of 
lorries’, and under Appendix XII ar page 88 Tyndals (Light) 
were placed under Cat IV and Tyndals (Heavy) were 
placed under C.t VI, but all types of tyndals whether m 
Cat IV or in Cat VI of the Mazumdar Award were put 
under one Cat TV undei the Coal Wage Board recommenda¬ 
tions when 10 categories of Mazumdar Award were compress¬ 
ed into 6 categories, and h-nco the concerned workmen who 
are atleast doing some of the jobs of Tyndals mentioned in 
th- Mazumdar Award or iobs Simula- to that should be placed 
under Cat IV of the Wage Board recommendations as 
Tyndals 

10 The main contention raised by Mr T P Choudhury 
appearing for th© management, however, was that since th* 
yvork done by the concerned workmen do not in t-rm con¬ 
form to the job description of Tyndals mentioned under Item 
No 5 of Cat TV of Wage Board recommendations and 
since the use of girders and irehes, which also the concerned 
workmen lower inside the mine, a re new technics which 
have come into use round about the year 1972 or J973 ana 
consequently no rcfc-cnce about them are to be found m 
the job descriptions given cither In the Mazumdar Award 
of the year 1956 or in the Wage Board recomm-ndattons of 
the '/ear 1967 a reference was made bv the management m 
the voar 1980 bv its letter dated 23 9-80 (Fxt M-4) to 
JBCCI ES -per clause 12 7 2 0 f NCWAflT) to which agree¬ 
ment the management as well as the JNTUC to which 
the concerned workmen’* Union, the Rashtriya Colliery Maz- 


door Sangh, is affiliated, arc paities, and since that reference 
is still pending foi wonsidsiution by the Standardisation 
Committee of JBCCI, the present reference by the Central 
Covernment to this fubunal i? incompetent as the said 
NCWA(ll) is a settlement within the meaning of Sec 2(p) 
Of the Industrial Disputes Act inasmuchas copies of the 
agreement which is a Bi partite one was duly forwarded to 
the appropriate authpnti“s under Rule 58(4) of the Rules by 
Memo No CSC/JBCa/458 dated 13 8-1979 (Ext M-3) 
under the signature of Sn R S Murty (MW-2) who was 
foimerly Director (Personnel) Central Coalfields Ltd and 
was a Member-Secretary of JBCCI, and who has proved the 
said Memo 

11 Mr Bose appearing for the muon has, however, 
challenged the NCWA(II) being q settlement within the 
meaning of Sec 2(p) or the I D Act on the sole ground 
that the aforesaid foi warding memo (Ext, M-3) was signed 
only by the Momber-SccrcUiiy, Sn R S Murty (MW 2) and 
it was not jointly signed by al’ the member* of JBCCJ 
although the requirement of Rule 58(4) of the Rules is that 
the parties to the settlement shall jointly send the copies 
thereof to the diftcient authorities concerned This was 
the only objection raised bv Mr Bose to the aforesaid argu¬ 
ment of Mi T P Choudhury 

12 It may, however, be mentioned that NCWA(II) is 
itself jointly signed by all the members of JBCCI and the 
aforesaid objection of Mr Boac is only regarding the aforesaid 
forwarding Memo No CSC/JBt.Cl /458 dated 13-8-79 
(Ext M3) undei which copies of NCWA(Il) were forwarded 
to the authorities concerned and which is also signed by 
Sri R S Murty, Member Secretary, but, which according to 
Mr Bose, should also have been signed by all the members 
of JBCCI I may, however, mention here that the require¬ 
ment of Rule 58(4) of Rules is only that the settlement arriv¬ 
ed at between the employer and hi* workmen otherwise than 
in the coij^«>f conciliation proceeding shall be <ent by the 
pait-*^^^vie settlement jointly to the different authorities 

not that its forwarding memo shall be jontly 
•/ \ them In the present case the forwarding memo 

r-vi-3) was signed by Su R S Murty Member-Secretary 
BCCI, obviously on behalf of all the members constituting 
the Committee, ant}, consequently it could not but be said 
that it was sent jointly bv them, and hence there was com¬ 
pliance of the aforesaid Rule 58(4) of the Rules and it was 
not necessary that the forwarding memo should also be 
signed by all the members constituting the committee when 
those members had already signed the NCWA(II) 

13 Moreover, in a Division Bench decision of the Orissa 
High Court in the case of Kalinga Jute Products (Pvt) Ltd. 
Vs Presiding Officer, Indusirial Tribunal and others f 1980 
(I) LU 2391, it has been held that the requirement of the 
lulc that copies of the settlement shall be jointly sent is a 
requirement in excess of Sec 2 (p) of the Act and it cannot 
be held, therefore, to he mandatory In that decision a 
ieference has also been made to Sec 18(1) of the Act which 
piovides that a settlement arrived at by agreement between 
the employer and the workmen otherwise than in the course 
of conciliation proceeoing shall be binding on the partl-s to 
the settlement and also to Sec 19(1) of the Act which 
provides that such settlement shall coirje into operation on 
such date as is agreed upon bv the parties to the dispute and 
if no date is agreed uron, on the date on which the memo¬ 
randum of settlement is signed by the parties to the dispute 
and reading both these provisions together it has been further 
held in that decision that it not the intendment of law that 
the said operation is to b- kept in abeyance until after a 
copy has been iointly sent, and viewed from this angle a'so 
requirement of joint sending is not mandatory so as to affect 
the validity of the settlement or its coming into operation 
The rule of joint sending ha- therefore b-cn held to be 
onlv directory, and not mandatory which should not be 
allowed to invalidate a settlement In suuport of the 
aforesaid view a Sunt earn Court decision in the rase of State 
of Madras Vs C P Saithy and another {(1953) (0 LTJ 
174] has also been cited 

14 In view of mv aforesaid finding that the sendine of 
copies of NCWA(IT) to the pRrties concerned under Memo 
No CSC/JBCCI/458 dated 13-8-79 by Sri R S Murty 
(MW-2) Member-Secretary of JBCCI, was joint sending 
by the members of JBCCI and there was full compliance of 
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the provisions of Rule 38(4) of the Rules, the aforesaid 
decision of the Onssa High Court need not in the present 
case be piessed into service to hold that NCWA(EI) i» a 
settlement within the meaning of Sec. 2(p) of the Act. But 
even without my aforesaid finding, NCWA (II) would be a 
settlement within the meaning of Sec. 2(p) of the Act in 
view of the aforesaid decision of the Orissa High Court 
according to which the requirement of joint sending of 
copies of the agreement to the authorities concerned is only 
directory and not mandutoiy and non-sending of it does 
not affect the validity of the settlement or its coming into 
operation. I, theieforc, hold that in cither view of the matter, 
NCWA(U) is a settlement within the meaning of Sec. 2(p) 
of the Act. 

15. Clause 12.1.2 of the Agieement under Chapter Xil 
at page 21 of NCWA(tl) provides that this agreement would 
he in operation for a period of 4 years with effect from 
J-l-79. According to the terms of the agreement, therefore 
it is to continue till 31 -12-82. Sec. 19(2) of the Act provides 
that a settlement shall be binding for sixth period as is 
agreed upon by th# parties, and shall continue to be bind¬ 
ing on the parties after the expiry of the period aforesaid, 
until the expiry of two months from the date on which a 
notice in writing of an intention to terminate the settlement 
is given by one of the parties to the other party or parties 
to the settlement. Therefore the settlement under NCWA(Il) 
will continue even after 31-12-82 and also thereafter until 
ope or the other party gives written intimation of the inten¬ 
tion to terminate the settlement and until expiry of two months 
from the date of such intention (See Shukla Manseta Indus¬ 
tries Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Workmen, 1977 (II) LLJ. 339]. 

16. Clause 12.7.1 of NCWA(II) provides for a Standar¬ 
disation Committee and it is agreed that with a view to 
examine and standardise diffcient designations, job descrip¬ 
tions, disparities in service conditions amc ^ different seta 
of employees including hours of work lcaw 'jtsvs, cate¬ 
gorisation of jobs or whether there is obviou: . jjy and 
also to examine such anomalies h» may be bi\* t, s) the 
notice of the Committee, n Standardisation Cojtnmh- , 

ing of i epresentativcs of cm;lucres nnd repreeentu. of 
the management shall be constituted Clause 12.7.2 of 'the 
Agreement further provide* that the function? of the Standar¬ 
disation Committee shall, inter-alia, be to review and examine 
the reports of several sub committees including the sub-com¬ 
mittee B constituted by 1BCC1 on new Jobs and categorisation 
and preparation of job description for old jobs (where they 
did not exist) for underground mines, and the first, function 
of the Standardisation Committee would be to take up the 
unanimous recommendations of the sub-committees men¬ 
tioned above with a view to co-ordinate them, re«oIve anoma¬ 
lies, if any, that may arise and recommend action for their 
implementation and it will thereafter examine those reports 
of the tub-committees where different opinion* about the 
category to be awarded to specific jobs or any other diffe¬ 
rences gf opinion have hern expressed by representatives of 
the workers and managements, and to lesolvc the same, It 
is also the function of the Standardisation Committee to 
consolidate the job descriptions of different jobs available in 1 
different documents and also to examine all cases of anoma¬ 
lies and disparities in regaid to the job description, categori¬ 
sation and principle service conditions of employees brought 
to its notice. 

17. It wa* In pursuance to the aforeiald terms of the 

agreement of NCWA(Ifl that the management by its letter 
dated 23-9-80 (Ext. M-4) refc ied several cases to JBCCI 
for categorisation of new jobs which were created in diffe¬ 
rent colHerie* after NCWA(I) including the following :— 

“Material lowering gang—This gang Iower s materials 
like, rails, girders, arches, timber etc, from surface 
to underground. They are mostly placed in Cat. 
Ii and they are demanding designation and category 
of tyndui. There is different jobs description of 
tynda! in wage board award." 

In the aforesaid letter the management requested the 
JBCCf to take up the matter in the next Standardisation 
Committee meeting as the concerned employees were very 
much restive and approaching the management for their 
proper categorisation and raising industrial disputes and 
creating industrial relations problems. The Standardisation 
1085 GI/82—10. 


Committee of JBCCI lias not as yet given its decision on 
the aforesaid reference made by the management but is seized 
of the problem and a decision is expected. The Union 
of the concerned workmen which is, affiliated to INTUC is 
bound by NCWA (II) which, as already held, is a settle¬ 
ment, and they having agreed that all cases of anomalies 
and disparities in regard to the job description, categoris¬ 
ation and principle service conditions of employees brought 
to the notice of the Standardisation Committee shall be ex¬ 
amined and resolved by the Standardisation Committee con¬ 
sisting of representatives of employees and representatives of 
the management, cannot raised any industrial dispute on 
that score to be decided by the Industrial Tribunal s 0 long 
that settlement is in force and effect. In the case of Shukla 
Manseta Tndustues Pvt. Ltd. vs. Workmen [1977 (II) LLI. 
339]. the Supreme Court has reiterated the legal position 
that where a settlement has been arrived at and has not 
been terminated in accordance with See. 19(2) of the Act 
any reference made by the Government of n dispute during 
the period of settlement will be in-valia. The Punjab and 
Haiyana High Court m the case of Atlas Cycle Industries Ltd. 
Vs. Industrial Tribunal, Haryana and others [1973 (I) LLJ. 

182] has expressed a similar view that a matter covered by 
settlement canpot be subject matter of a reference during the 
currency of such settlement. The same view has been ex¬ 
pressed bv the Orissa Hi„?h Court in the case of Kalinga 
lute Pioducts (Pvt.) Ltd. Vs. Presiding Officer. Industrial 
Tribunal and others [19,80 (I) LLJ 239]. 

1S. Then there is another aspect of the matter. It may 
be argued on behalf of the workmen that NCWA (II) simply 
provide^ for constitution of a Standardisation Committee 
consisting of representatives of the employees and represen¬ 
tatives of the management to examine and resolve all cases 
of anomalies and disparities in regard to the job description, 
categorisation and principle service conditions of employee* 
brought to the notice of the Standardisation Committee, but 
it does not per se settles the present dispute of the concerned 
workmen which has been referred to thi s Tribunal for ad¬ 
judication and hence NCWA (11), even if it is held to 
be a settlement, does not debar this Tribunal from ad¬ 
judicating th© dispute in question. Though this argument 
was not advanced before me by Mr. Bose appearing for 
the workmen, I have considered it necessary to take care of 
that aspect of the matter also as it may be a possible argu¬ 
ment on behalf of the workmen. 

19. A similar question had been raised before the Punjab 
and Haryana High Court in the aforesaid case of Atla? Cycle 
Industries Ltd., Vs. Industrial Tribunal, Haryana and others 
[1973 (f) I.T.J. 182]. Jn that case a general settlement had 
been made between the management and the workmen which 
provided that all matters jn dispute arising from time to 
time between the management and the workmen shall be 
lefencd by either party to a settlement board consisting of 
five representatives of the workmen and five representatives 
of the management which will be presided over by an 
executive to be appointed by the management, and the 
settlement board will endeavour to take decision on the 
disputes referred to the board, but if unanimous decision is 
not possible in any case, the matter would be referred to 
the executive director/works director for his decision is not 
in case the decision of the executive works director Is not 
acceptable to the workmen, it would b e open to them to 
seek anv remedy which may be available under any law in 
force. The point involved in that case wa? whether during 
the currency of such settlement the question whether thS 
dismissal of a workman was proper or otherwise can be re¬ 
ferred to the Industrial Tribunal at the instance of » work¬ 
man without first exhausting the remedies provided under 
the settlement. The argument of the management was 
that the settlement makes it obligatory for the aggrieved 
wotkman to take advantage of the procedure and the 
machinery set up for amicable settlement of the dispute before 
resorting to legal remedies availublc to him under the Act. The 
Industrial Tribunal was, however, of the view that the power 
of the Government to make reference cannot be curtailed 
simply on the ground that the workman concerned did not 
take recourse to the procedure laid down in the settlement. 
Tt was urged bv the Industrial Tribunal that, under sub¬ 
section (1) of Section (10) of th e Act, the Government had 
statutory rawer to refer a dispute and all that Is necessary 
is thnt an industrial dispute should exist or should be 
apprehended and, secondly, the Government should consider 
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to expedient to mfiki: ft' refeience. It wax, therefore, held 
by the Industrial "l4 ijytfnnl on that the validity of the re¬ 
ference cannot be challenged. It was against that decision 
of the Industrial Tribunal thttf the tnarmgomem had filed a 
Wiit petition in the High Couit. In that case the main argu 
ment in the High Court advanced on hehalf of the workmen 
was that the settlement was not a settlement qua-a-detrumd 
i msing an industrial dispute and that the dispute was not 
covered by the settlement. The whole basis of thi s aren’t' 
ment was that settlement must be with regard to nn exrtine 
dispute. The argument v as, however, negatived by the High 
Court on the ground that there can legitimately be a settle¬ 
ment between the parties providing for a reasonable and 
quick procedure saving the workmen as well as the manage¬ 
ment from unneessary litigation which take, a very long time 
for the dispute to be finally settled in case the matter i* 
referred to an Industiial Tribunal. Thus, the settlement with 
regard to the procedure cannot be said to be outside the 
purview of the "settlement” as defined in the Act on the 
ground that the same did not relate to an existing industrial' 
dispute. So far as the argument advanced on behalf of the 
workmen that the dispute was not covered by the settlement 
is concerned, it was held bv the High Court to have no 
force for the simple reason that the matter how the grie¬ 
vances of the workmen me to be settled in first instance, 
was sneciflcallv provided in the settlement. In that case the 
grievance of the workmen was that he was wrongly dismiss¬ 
ed. That was certainlv » matter which could be referred to 
a settlement board and if the workman did not find satisfac¬ 
tion with the decision either bv the Settlement Board or the 
Works Director, as provided, it was open to him to proceed 
under the Act. For these reasons it was held that before exhaust¬ 
ing the remedies a? provided in the settlement, the workman 
could not nnnroach the conciliation officer and the concilia¬ 
tion officer .had no mrr;dic*Ion to no into the matter before 
the nrocrftnre laid down in the sct'lcment had been hallowed, 
and. for the «anl" reason (he matter could not be referred 
to the Industiial Tribunal ehhe", In the circumstance the 
writ apnlieation filed bv the management was upheld and 
the decision of the In cl ('•stria I Tiihunnl was quashed. 


20. Reiving on the afoiesaid decision of the Punjab and 
Harvana High Court T, therefore, also negative the aforesaid 
possible argument referred in nara 18 above which, though 
not advanced before me bv Mr. Bose appealing for the 
workmen, could possibly be an argument on their behalf. 

21. Finally, therefore, I hold that so long the NCWAfIT). 
which has been held to be a settlement, is in force and 
effect which has provided for a Standardisation Committee 
consisting of representatives of employees and representatives 
of the management to examine and resolve all cases of 
anomalies and disparities in regard to job description, cate¬ 
gorisation and principle service conditions of employees 
brought to its notice, to which th- management has already 
referred the dispute for decision and which is seized of the 
matter and the decision whereof in awaited, the present dis¬ 
pute cannot be referred to the Industrial Tribunal for ad¬ 
judication, and hence the reference is held to be invalid. In 
that view of the* matter I need not express any opinion on 
the merit of the dispute. In the circumstance of the case, 
however, there will be no order for cost. 

Sd/- 

MANORANTAN PRASAD, Presiding Officer. 

[No. T 200121277)/80-D. Ill (A)] 

S.O. 5<i.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 (14 cf 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov¬ 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 1. Dhanbad in the Industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation t 0 the manage¬ 
ment of Noonodih-Jitpur Colliery of Messrs Indian Iron and 
Steel Co. Timited Post Office Chasnalla, District Dhanbad, 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment on the 10th December, 1982. 


— .tt—■ •• t;~— r .~a^>''^32rx2 t-ht"—,t—E^ nogagga 1 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1, DHANBAD 

In the mutter of a reference under Sec, 10(1) fd) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
Reference No 18 of 1980 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Noonodih- 
Jitpur Colliery of M/a. Indian Iron and Steel Com¬ 
pany Limited, Post Office Chasnala, District Dhan¬ 
bad 

AND 

Their Workmen 

PRESENT : 

Mr. lustice Manoranjnn Prasad (Retd.) Pte-iding Officer. 
APPEARANCES : 

For the Employers—Shri T. P. Choudhury, Advocate. 

For the Workmen—Shri S. Bose, Secretary, Rasljtriy* 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad. 

STATE . Bihar. INDUSTRY : CoaL 

Dhanbad the 2nd December. 1982 
AWARD 

The present reference arise* out of Order No. L-20012- 
(125)/80D.1II(A) dated 24-9-1980 passed by the Central 
Government in respect of an industrial dispute heteen the 
parties mentioned above. The subject matter of the dispute 
ha s been specified in the schedule to the said order and the 
said schedule runs as follow* :— 

“Whether the demand of the workmen of Noonodih- 
Jitpur Colliery of Messrs Indian Iron and Steel 
Company Ltd. Post Office Bhaga, District Dhanbad 
that Sarvashri K. C. Nagpal, S. N. Tiwari and 
G. P. Singh should be promoted a*. Grade-I Clerk 
from the date their juniors were promoted is justi¬ 
fied? ff so, to what relief arc the said workmen 
entitled?” 

2 The dispute has been settled out of Court. A memo¬ 
randum of settlement _ dated 2-12-1982 has been filed in 
Court. I have gone through the term* of settlement and I 
find them quite fair and reasonable. There is no reason why 
an • award .should not be made on the terms and conditions 
laid down in the Memorandum of Settlement. I accept it 
and make an award accordingly. The memorandum of settle¬ 
ment shull form part of the award. 

3. Let a copy of this award, be sent to the Ministry *s 
required under Section Iff of the Industrial Dhnufes Act. 
1947 

MANORANJAN PRASAD, Presiding Officer. 

INO. L-2(XM2(12J)/80-D.III(A)J 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I AT DHANBAD 

Reference No. 18 of 1980 

PITIES . 

Employers in iclution to the management of Noonodih- 
Jitpur Colliery of M/s IISCO Ltd., 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PETITION OF COMPROMISE 

la the matter of adjudication above diipute both tie parties 
have agreed to settle their differences amicably and after a 
number of disunions it ha» been agreed ai follows ;— 
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1, That the concerned workmen S/Shri K, C. Nagpal. 

S. N. Tiwary and O. P. Singh will be placed in 
clerical Grade 1 by the employers from the date of 
this compromise petition in terma of which an 
Award is to be given, 

2, That the above named workmen shall be given 

notional seniority front the date the other perion* 
namely S/Shri K. Prasad, K. P, Tiwary and others 
were placed in clerical Grade I i.e. from 1-4-79. 

3, That the concerned workmen shall not be paid nor 

entitled to any back wages or arrears or any other 
financial benefits for the period from 1-4-79 till the 
date of Award. 

4, That the concerned workmen shall be given fitment 

from 1-11-82 and annual increment in the new 
grade with effect from 1-3-83 as per provisions of 
NCWATI like those who were promoted earlier. 


am tfTH -ZT- — - — - T _— ’— --I 

AWARD 

The Govt, of India in the Ministry of Labour in exercise 
of the powers conferred on them U/ s 10(l)(d) of the In¬ 
dustrial Disputes Act, 14 of 1947 has referred the dispute to 
this Tribunal for adjudication under Older No L-20012- 
(101) /82-D. III (A J dated the 9th August, 1982. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whethci the demand of the workman of Jcalgora Cen¬ 
tral Hospital, Bhowra Area of M/s. Bharat Coking 
Coal Ltd., P.O. Jealgora, Dist. Dhanbad, that Shri- 
mati Mithila Kainin should be regularised on the 
post of Aya and paid wages as per the National 
Coal Wagp Agreement is justified? Jf so, to what 
relief is tne said workei entitled?" 

2 On 29-11-1982 both the patties have filed a joint peti¬ 
tion of compromise duly signed on their behalf and they 
pi ay that an award be passed in terms of the settlement. 


5. That both the parties agree that no claim/dispute 
and/or new interpretation will be made or given by 
either party in the context of above terms of the 
compromise petition, at any time in future. 

That since the above terms of settlement forming the 
petition of compromise are fair and reasonable both the 
parties have jointly agreed and accepted the same, the com¬ 
promise petition is filed before the Hon’ble Tribunal. 

That both the parlies, therefore, pray that the Hon'ble 
Tribunal will be pleased to record litis compromise petition 
and give its Award in terms thereof and a copy of this com¬ 
promise petition may be made a part of the Award 

For & on behalf of the 
Employers. 

Sd/- 

For A, on behalf of the Workmen/ 

Union 

Concerned Workmen. 

1. K. C. Nagpal 

2. S. N. Tcwaii 
3, G. P. Singh 

Pint of the Award. 


ORDER 

S.O. S7.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov¬ 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Jealgora Central Hospital, Bhowra Are* of Messrs Bharat 
Coking Coal Limited, Post Office, Jealgora District Dhanbad 
and their workmen which was received by the Central Gov¬ 
ernment on the 9th December 1982. 

BEFORE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, NO. 3. DHANBAD 

Reference No. 81/82 


PRESENT : 

Shri J. N. Singh, Presiding Officer. 

PARTIES: 

Employ era in relation to the management of 1 Jealgora 
Central Hospital, Bhowra Area of M/s,' Bharat. 
Coking Coal Ltd, P.O. Jealgora, Dist.,'Dhanbad ■ • _ 

i" ' ■' A*D 

' .-li?* h‘ 

Their workman.', <«. 

APPEARANCES : ' ; u 

For f$c £njployers—Shri R, S. Mtirlhy, Advocate..-— 

For the Workman—Shri S, Bose, Secretary R;C.M.S, 
INDUSTRY ; Coal. STATE : Bihar. 

Dated the 2nd December, 1982 


3, I have gone through tip settlement which is beneficial 
for the workman. 

4. In the circumstances the award is passed in terms of 
the settlement which shall form part of Ihe award, 

Fnc : Settlement, 


Sd/- 

I N. SINGH, Presiding Officei 
[No, L-20012/101/82-DJIKA)} 


“MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT" 


Representing Muragement 

1. Shri J.M. Gupta, 

Agent, Jealgora Colliery. 

2. SnN.K.P. Smha, 

P.M. Bhowra Aiep.. 


Representing Workman. 

1. SriG.D. Pandey Secy. 

ROMS. 

2. Smt. Milhila DcVi. 


SHORT RACETAL 

An Industrial dispute was rrised by ROMS over alleged 
denial of gra le of Aya to Smt. Mithila Devi, PR worker ol 
Jealgora Hospital. Smt. Mithila Devi wrs orginally designated 
as wagon loa Jcr and placed in group f If. Subsequently she was 
transferred to work at Jealdora hospital as unskilled mazdoor 
in Group I there she dqplaycd as Ay r since there was no job of 
PR unskilled mazdoor. The matter was discussed at length and 
mutually agreed by both the parties on the following terms of 
settlement:— 


I Smt- Mithila Devi shall be design i ted ns Aya and placed 
in grade II under Coal Minos Wage Board Recommend itions. 
Her basic wages will be fixed under NEW Gr. 11. 


2. The dispute is finally decide 1 and she shall not claim any 
b ick wages whatsoever. 

3. The above agreement slihjl (oc effective from the date it 

is signed by bqth the parties, .i.i y 


4. A copy of agreement shall be sent to the concerned 
authority finder Sub-Section 4 of Section.^ of Industrial Dis¬ 
pute (Dcittral Rules, 1957 for registration. 

, * r 

Representing Management Representing Workman. 

1. Sri J.M. Gupta, 1. Sri G fi. .P^ndey, Secy. 

; Agent, Jealgora Colliery RCMS- 


2. SriN.K P. Smha, 
Personnel Manager, 
Bhowra Aren. 


2. Smt - Mithila Devi. 
Witnesses: 
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New Delhi, the 17th December, 1982 

SO. 58.— In pinsuance of section 17 of the fndusliial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Dhanbad in the industrial 
dispute between the employers m relation to the management 
of Bagdigi Colliery of Messis Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
host Office Lodna, District Dhanbad and their workmen 
which was received by the Central Government On the Nth 
December, 1982, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL no. 1, DHANBAD 

In the matter of a reference under Sec, 10(l)(d> of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 1 of 1981 


parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Bagdigi 
Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office U3dna, Dist. Dhanbad, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


PRESENT : 

Mr. Justice Manoranjan Prasad (Retd,) Presiding Officer. 
APPEARANCES ; 

For the Employers—Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For the Workmen—Shri S. Bose, Secretary, Rashtriya 

Colliery Mazdoor Snngh. 

SPATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dhanbad, dated the 17th December, 1982 
AWARD 

By Order No. L-20012/160/80.D.HLA.) dated the 24th 
December, 1980, the Central Government in the Ministry 
of Labour has, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, referred the following dispute to this 
Tribunal for adjudication. 

‘‘Whether the demand of the workmen of Bagdigi Col¬ 
liery of Messrs, Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post 
Office Londa, District Dhanbad that Shri Giyasud- 
din, Clerk Gradc-11 should be placed in Clerical 
Giade-I is justified 7 If so, to what relief is the 
said workman entitled ?’’ 


2, The case of the concerned workman, Giyusuddin, is 
that he joined service at Bagdigi Colliery in June, 1963, and 
since 1973 he was placed as provident fund incharge and was 
being paid Clerical Grade-11 wages. In 1976 and 1977 the 
management upgraded workman according to the nature of 
duties performed by each of them after taking their seniority 
into consideration. As section incharge of the provident fund 
he should have been placed in Clerical Gradc-I from 1973, 
but the management deprived him from his legitimate claim 
and kept him in Clerical Grade-11. Thereupon he made re¬ 
presentation to the management for considering his case and 
upgrading him from Clerical Grade-11 to Grade-!, but to 
no effect. Thereafter the Union of the concerned workmen 
took up the matter with the management but when that also 
proved to be of no avail, the Union placed he dispute before 
the Asstt. Labour Commissioner (C), Dhanbad for concilia¬ 
tion which also ended in failure, and the Asstt, Labour Com- 
missiontr (C) submitted n failure report to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment Whereupon this reference has been made to this 
Tribunal for adjudication. On these grounds (he claim of 
the concerned workmen ia that he should be placed in 
Clerical Grade-I from 1973 with proper seniority and h« 
should be paid the difference of wages. 


3. The case of the management, on the other hand i 
ffiat the concerned workman joined at Bagdigi Colliery o 
2-1 1 -76 after being transferred from North Tisra Collier 
where he worked from 20-7-76 to 1-11-76 as clerk anrt b 
the time of his transfer he was a provident fund clerk i 


GradeTl. The Bagdigi colliery has man power strength of 
20W approximately and to deul wfin matters connected With 
provident fund, the management has engaged four provident 
nind clerks including the concerned workman, and tne duties 
have been distributed amongst the four clerks. The concerned 
workmen docs clerical works mainly connected with and in¬ 
cidental to rorms A, M, El and W as prescribed under the 
Coal Mines Provident Fund Scheme, He handles the corres¬ 
pondence files pertaining to the provident fund matters. I no 
other three clerks cany on duties connected with other forms, 
cards and returns and registers. All the four provident fund 
clerks have been placed in clerical Grade II according to Coal 
Wage Boaid recommendations and National Coal Wage 
Agreements, According to Coal Wag*: Board Scheme certain 
clerks Uke cashiers, store keepers, head clerks etc. are placed 
m Giade-Il us well as in Grade-I, but rest of the clerks are 
placed in Grade-lU and Grade-U. The maximum grade pro¬ 
vided for a provident fund clerk is Grade-11. The head clerk 
(senior) is the controlling clerk of ‘ the office under whom 
provident tund clerks, benus clerks, bill clerks, time keepers 
etc, work. When the head clerk (senior) is placed in Grade-1, 
it is absurd to place a provident fund cJerk In the same grade. 
There was no post of provident fund incharge nor the con¬ 
cerned workman ever worked as section-incharge and there 
is also no rule for granting Gradc-I to section-inchargc. The 
management, however, considers the cases of all Grade-11 
cleiks m the establishment for promotion to Grade-1 to fill up 
the vacancies ia Grade-I, and Departmental Promotion Com¬ 
mittee has been constituted for the purpose, and the usual 
norms for promotion are seniority-cum-suitability. The De¬ 
partmental Promotion Committee constituted in. the year 1977 
considered the case of the concerned workman for promotion 
to Gradc-1 along with others but did not tecommend his case 
for promotion. On these grounds the contention of the manage¬ 
ment is that the concerned workman is not entitled to any 
relief. 


4. It is, however, worthwhile to note that during the pen¬ 
dency of the present reference, the concerned workman has 
been, by management’s Office Order No. GM:I„A:PFR:FST 
DPC-M.S.82/6513 dated 17-8-1982 (Ext. W-l), promoted from 
Gradc-11 to Grado-I with effect from 29-7-82 on the recommen¬ 
dation of Departmental Promotion Committee, and , therefore, 
the case of the concerned workman in the present reference 
is now confined to bis claim for promotion from Grade-11 to 
Grade-f from 1973 to 28-7-1982 on the sole ground that 
during that period he worked as provident fund incharge. 


o. ri is me aumiueu case 01 roc parties mat roe concerned 
workman is working in the provident fund section of Bagdigi 
colliery. The case of the management, however, is that he is 
working there simply as provident fund clerk along with three 
other proviJent deik* and he has been rightly placed in 
Grade-II which is the grade provided for provident fund 
clerks under the heading “Clerical Staff Grading and Nomen¬ 
clature" in Appendix VI at page 54 of Vol-11 of the Coal 
Wage Board recommendations which has been approved by 
the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, Employment 
and Rehabilitation 'Deptt. of Labour & Employment) by 
Resolution No. WB-16(5)/666 dated 21-7-1967 with effect 
from 15-8-1967 and that there is no post of provident fund 
incharge in ihe said colliery nor the concerned workman 
ever worked as provident fund incharge nor any post of 
provident fund incharge fia g been placed In Grade-I in the 
aforesaid Appendix VI. On the other hand, it is the case 
of the concerned workman that he was placed as provident 
tund incharge since 1973 and hence he should be placed in 
clerical Grade-l from 1973. The concerned workman Giyasud- 
dm, who has examined himself as WW-1, h H s stated in his 
seiy cxammation-m-chief that once a written order was 
given by the management alloting duties to different clerks of 
JS, proV] ^ m fund secdon including himself in the year 
19,7. in his cross-examination he has further stated that in 
the office order which was issued in the year 1977 it was 
mentioned that his duty will be to supervise the work of o'her 
clerks of the provident fund section but it was not mentioned 
therein that he would be incharge of (he section and that 
office order might be w the file in his office and he might 
be able to show it to this Tribunal later on; but no such 
office order has ever been shown or filed. In his cross-exami¬ 
nation h c has further admitted that there i* no order of the 
company appointing him as iuebarge of provident fund 1 sec* 

he ?£r? n L C , t,C - U,ar has bcen issu£d b V «* managemenMo 
the effect that in every section there would be a section 
incharge who would be placed i„ Grade-I, At the end of his 

h f ha * - aeum $,afed tha( lh ® management 
never declared him i n writing ti s section incharge of provident 
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find *eoton ; tut h® ha» added that th® management took from 
him the supervision work of the section which pertains to 
the duties of a gection-incharge. No paper has, however, been 
filed to show that he did any supervisory duty in that sec¬ 
tion. In fact, his statement in his cross-examination is that 
he has been regularly filling up forms A, M, H tind W under 
the Coal Mines Provident Fund Scheme and the other three 
elerkg in the provident section similiorly fill up other forms, 
returns and registers under Coal Mines Provident Fund 
Scheme. The position, therefore, is that there is neither any 
order of the management creating any post of provident 
fund incharge in the provident fund section nor there is Bny 
order appointing the concerned workman us provident fund 
incharge nor there is any evidence to show that the concerned 
workman supervised the woik of other clerks of provident 
fund section, and, on the other hand, from the own evidence 
of the concerned workman it appears that he is working only 
as a clerk in the provident fund section a» any other clerk- 
in that section. 


11 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TRt- 
BUNAL-CUM-LABPUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 




PRESENT : 

Shri J. N. Singh, Presiding Officer. 

PARTIES : 

Employe! s in relation to the management of Budjna Coll¬ 
iery of M/s. Eastern Coalfields Ltd., P.O. Ntrsha- 
chatti, Dist, Dhanbud 

AND 

Their workman 


6. The only paper on which the concerned workman 
banks is a letter dated 9-12-1978 (Ext. W-2) written by the 
Superintendent, Bagdigi Colltery, to the Regional Commis¬ 
sioner Zone ‘C\ Coal Mines Provident Fund, Dhanbad, in 
which it has been stated "For verification of the declara¬ 
tion form ‘A’ we are sending our P.F. See. Incharge Md, Giya- 
suddin who will verify the age/date of birth of 8 workers 
said in previous letter and one Sri Hiraram Mahato a/c. 
No. C/222432." According to the concerned workman, 
Giyasuddin (WVV-l), he was sent with this letter by the 
Superintendent, Bagdigi Colliery, to thp office of the Regional 
Commissioner Zone C T , Coal Mines Provident Fund, Dhanbad. 
for verification of declaration Form A which he did. He 
relies on that part of the letter in which he has been described 
as "P.F. Sec. Incharge’’. In that letter he might have been 
described as provident fund section incharge as, according to 
his own evidence, he was incharge of filling up Form A 
which was required to be verified in the office of the Regional 
Commissioner Zone ‘C’, and, in any case, simply because in 
the said letter he was described as provident fund section 
incharge he cannot become provident fund section indharge 
when there was neither any such post nor there was any 
order of the management appointing him as provident fund 
section incharge. 


7. It is also worthwhile to mention that in the aforesaid 
"Clerical Staff Grading and Nomenclature” in Appendix VI 
at page 54 of Vol-Il of Coal Wage Board recommendations 
there is no post of provident fund section incharge in Grade-1 
in which only some senior posts appear. 

8. On the evidence on record, as discussed above, I, there¬ 
fore hold that the concerned workman, Giyasuddin, never 
worked as section incharge of provident fund section nor 
he ever supervised the work of that section and in no view 
of the matter he is entitled to be placed in Grade-I from 
1973 to 28-7-82 and to be paid difference of any back wages 
for that period i.e. prior to his getting the promotion from 
Grade-II to Grade-1 in due course with effect from 29-7-82 
on the recommendations of the Departmental Promotion Com¬ 
mittee under management’s letter dated 17-8-82 (Ext. W-l), 
The award is made accordingly. In the circumstance of (he 
case there will be no order as to cost. 

MANOR AN JAN PRASAD, Presiding Officer 

[No. L-20012/160/80-D.TIlfA)] 

S.O. 59.—-In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 19471, the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbud, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Badjna Colliery of Messrs Eastern Coalfields Limited, Post 
Office Nirshachatti, District Dhanbad. and their workmen, 
which was received by Ihe Central Government on the 13th 
December, 1982. 


APPEARANCES : 


For the Employers—-None. 

For the Workman—None 

INDUSTRY : Coal. STATE : llihai 

Dated, the 3rd December, 1982 


AWARD 

The Government of India in the Ministry of Labour in 
exercise of the powers conferred on them U/s 10(l)(d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 14 of 1947 has referred the 
dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication under Order No. L- 
20012(64)/81-D.1II(A) dated the 23rd June, 1981. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of ,th c management of Badjna Col¬ 
liery of M/s. Eastern Coalfields Ltd., P.O. Mlnha- 
chattl, Dist. Dhanbad in not placing Shri Chandra- 
deo Mishra in Clerical Grade-I as Loading 
Supervisor of Incharge with effect from the 1st 
May, 1973 is justified 7 If not, to what relief is 
the said workman entitled ?'* 

2. The present reference was registered by this Tribunal 
on 1-7-1981 and notices Were issued to the parties. Aftei 
several notices Sri T. P. Chowdhuiy Advocate for the manage¬ 
ment and Sri Bose, Advocate for the union appeared and on 
all most all the dates fixed in the css; they took time on the 
ground that the matter is to be settled outside Court 
and that settlement will be filed shoitly. For filing settle¬ 
ment or for filing writtlen statements several adjournment* 
were granted by the Court, hut to no effect. Oh the last date 
it was submitted by the Advocate for the management "that 
one chance more may be given to the parties either to file 
settlement or to file written statements. But Inspite of the 
last chance also neither written statement or settlement has 
been filed in this case. 

3. From the order-sheet it appears that the parties are not 
-taking any interest in the Reference and it appears that there 

is no dispute between the parties. 

4. In the circumstances a ‘no dispute’ award is passed. 

J. N. SINGH, Presiding Officer. 

[No. L-20012 /64 /81 -D.IIT(A)] 

S.O, 60.—In pursuance of section 17 of the industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 2 Dhanbad in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Govindpur Area No, III of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, Post Office Sonardih, District Dhanbad and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 11th December, 1982. 
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2), DHANBAD 

Reference No. 24 of 1980 

In ihe matter of an industrial dispute under S. J0(l)(d) of the 
ED. Act, 1947 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Govindpur 
Area No. HI of Messrs Bharat Cotins Cool Limited, 
Post Office Sonardih, District Dhanbad and their 
workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the employee—Shri G. Prasad, Advocate. 

On behalf of th* workmen—Shri S. Bose, Secretary, 
Rastriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad. 

STA1E : Bihar INDUSTRY . Cool. 

Dhanbad, the 30th November, 1982 


4. I would like to first deal with th c case of the manage¬ 
ment that the concerned workman could not get -any relief 
because according to the workman he worked in Area No. I 
and thc relief is sought against Area No. JIE In the written 
siatement of the woikmun the workman is said to be a 
Lar cleaner in Area No, HI. Shri Shamsul Khan, WW. 1 in 
his evidence has said he was a khalasi doing the job of car 
cleaner in thc office of ihe General Manager of thc Area No. 
1 at Sijua, He was doing this work irom December, 1973 to 
September, 1975, Hit evidence further is that in 1974 he 
demanded to be made permanent and the Area Personnel 
'Manager of that area pi spared papers and sent the same 
to the headquarters for making his service permanent. He has 
said that in the meanwhile rheic was icorganisation of the 
ateas and his area wag shifted to Govindpur Area No, III. 
He has said that at the time of transfer of the area thc 
management had stopped him from work. In his cross-exami¬ 
nation he has said that Govindpur Area No. Ilf is at a 
distance of 10 Kms. from Sijua and that he never worked 
in Govindpur Area No. III. From the evidence of WW. 1 
it is clear that the concerned workman was welkins as a 
car cleaner and he was employed in Area No, I, On re¬ 
organisation the area whete he was wotking was shifted to 
Area No. HI, as a result of reorganisation. At the time of 
t eorganisation he wa s stopped from woi V und so he did 
not work in Area No. HI, An inference can be taken that 
had he continued to be in service his place of woiktng would 


AWARD have been Govindpur Area No. Ill in normal com sc. Shri 

S. Bose, Advocate representing the workman has therefore 
This is a reference under S. 10 of the J.D, Act, 1947. The aigued that since the concerned workman would be still 

Central Government by its older No. L-20012(75)/80-D.III(A) deemed to be in continuous service inspite of the action of 

dated 25th September, 1980 has referred the tollowing dispute thc management in stopping him from work, the dispute 

to this Tribunal for adjudication : could be raised only mjainst Area No. HI, and not area 

utniT i l, No. E He has further argued that thc plea of the management 

1HL st-Htuuia R absured in view of the fact that had thc schedule of the 


"Whether the demand of the workmen of Govindpur 
Are ft No, Ill of Msssa Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Sonardih District Dhanbad that Shri 
Shamsul Khan should be allowed to resume duty 
and regularised as car cleaner, with full wages foi 
thc period of his idleness is justified. Jf so, to what 
reliefs thc suid workman entitled.' 

2. The case of thc concerned workman L that he was 
employed as car cleaner, Area No. Ill from December. 1973 
and worked continuously uplo 13-9-75 when he was stopped 
from duty. The stoppage is suid to have been done by the 
management without any jeason and without issuing any 
notice. The workmun was paid cm vouchor and in ordinary 
course his service should have been regularised with the 
passage of time, but since he approached the management 
to legularise hint in the. job, he was stopped from work. 
This action of the management is said to be illcgaE arbitrary 
and on unfair labour practice. Hi? fuiflicr case is that he 
approached the local officers of the management who were 
pleased to forward his case to the Headquarter (Personnel) 
tor absorption of the workman in the employment of M/s 
Bharat Coking Coal Limited. Thereafter the workman and 
his union made several elforts to settle the matter and ulti¬ 
mately w'hen thc management did not do anything the union 
raised an industrial dispute lcsulting into this reference ^or 
adjudication. 

3. The plea taken by thc management is that Sini Shamsul 
Khan wus never a workmun and he was never a car cleaner. 
The relationship of employer and employee is denied. A 
point was raised that the area office of BCCL is not a 
mine and the concerned workman could not be suid to be 
an employeo of the mine so as to confer the jurisdiction of 
the Cenfial Government to make this reference. Thc manage¬ 
ment wanted to decide the question of jurisdiction as pre- 
liroinajy point and after a hot contest it has been held by 
ffiis Tribunal in a separate order dated 5-5-82 that the refer¬ 
ence is maintainable. Ordinarily therefore thc only question 
to be decided in this rcfeience is as to whether the concerned 
workman Shii Shamsul Khan should be allowed to resume 
duty and regularised as car cleaner with full wages for the 
period of his idleness. On behalf of the management, however 
an argument hJS been advanced by Shri G. Prasad, Advocate 
that since in the evidence the concerned workman stated to 
bo a car cleaner in Area No, 1 and the schedule of the refer¬ 
ence says that he is a woikmun of Aiea No. Ill, this Tribunal 
cannot enlarge the scope of this lefcrenee to consider the 
case of the concerned woikmun. So the reference should be 
rejected on this ground alone, We have therefore to answer 
this reference in thc light of the Uvo points indicated above 


reference mentioned liiat the concerned workman was a 
workman in Area No, I, the management would have taken 
a ple a that since the aiea where the concerned workman 
worked is now designated as Govindpur Area No. Ill the 
reference should be rejected on this score alone. In this con¬ 
nection the evidence of WW. 2 may be enforced who had 
said that till 1975 he was employed in Area No. 1, Sijua 
as driver. This shows that sometime in the year 1975 there 
was reorganisation of areas and thc then area No. I wa» 
reallocated to Govindpur Area No. III. Now this is a 
question of fact, and except for the evidence that I have quot¬ 
ed above, the management has not clarified the position with 
any evidence whatsoever, cither oral or documentary, So we 
have only the evidence of WW. 1 who speaks about reorga¬ 
nisation and explains that Area No. I which was situated at 
Sijua has been shifted to Govindpur Area No. Ill, where he 
would be deemed ’o have continued inspite of his stoppage 
of work. This point therefore is concluded by a finding' of 
fact that the concerned workman could seek relief only against 
Govindpur Area No, Ill and that the dispute was rightly 
taisetl against Area No. HE Shri Bose has further argued 
that since the management has no case whatsoever on merits 
of thc case the management is simply showing technical objec¬ 
tion to the case of the concerned workmnn to see that he 
could not succeed in his case. According to him the areas 
have been cicated by the owner M/s. Bharat Coking Coal 
Ltd. for the sake of administrative convenience and the arefis 
therefore could not be regarded as sepamle establishments. 
O n this giound alone Shri Bose has said that the objection 
taken by the management is not sustainable. I agree that since 
the areas have been reorganised from time to time by the 
headquarters of the BCCL, it could not be said that the 
establishments of the areas are separate establishments. In 
fact the establishments of the areas are part and parcel of 
the BCCL. 

5. Having dispensed with the technical objection raised 
on behalf of the management, let us now consider the merits 
of the case as put foi ih by the management, The management 
has produced monthly and Day book icgister of Aiea No, 1 
Sijua from June, 1974 to September, 1975. Nobody has como 
to prove this document. No positive entry in this book has 
been sought to be proved. In fact this register is a monthly 
attendance tegister and although in the heading of this register 
pay book is also mentioned, there is no entry to denote pay¬ 
ment to the workers mentioned in the aftendence register. 
It has been filed to show (hat the names of the concerned 
workman does not find place in this legisler. This tegister 
will show that it includes attendence of officers also and 
begins with Mr. R. ,T. Sinha General Manager in the Area 
No, 1. This also includes the mimes of drivers, malis and 
others. The name of WW, 2 (he driver appears in thij book. 
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Shri S Bose has contended that tins renter mentions the 
names of only those workers and officers who are on the 
permanent roll of Area No. 1. According to him the con¬ 
cerned workman was employed on temporary basis and pay¬ 
ment to him was made through voucheis. So there was ample 
reason for the management not to include his aantt m this 
register. Apart from this register no evidence has been ad¬ 
duced on behalf of the management. Shii G. Prasad Advocate 
ha s argued that since the concerned workman was never 
a workman of Area No. I or of BCC1., he could not pioducc 
any paper to prove this fact that he was never a workman. 
Shri Bose has pointed out that he filed a petition dated 
18-11-81 calling for quite a number of document from the 
management. Through the petition dated 18-11-81 the follow- 
documents were demanded ; 

(a) Tetter No. DYM/AR-30-1II/183/11602 dated 14/ 
19-7-76 from DPM Area No. Ill to Shri S. D. 
Pandey, DPM (IR1 Karmik Bhawan with details of 
engagement of Shri Shamsul Khan, car Meaner. 

tb) Payment vouchers from December. 1973 to Septem¬ 
ber, 1975 for payments made to Shri Shamsul Khan 

fc) Petition dated 16-2-7R from Shri Shamsul Khan to 
the various authorities including : 

(1) Chairman/Managing Director of BCCL. 

(2) Director (Personnel) of BCCL. 

(3) Director (TAP) of BCCL. 

(4) Chief Personnel Manager, BCCL. 

In this petition the workman made it clear that the aforesaid 
documents were necessary to prove his case. This Tribunal 
asked the management to produce those documents. The 
management replied by filing a petition dated 23-12-81 in 
which the management took the following pleas showing in¬ 
ability to produce the same. 


1. The workman had not shown the relevancy of the 

document called for without affidavit. 

2. The documents were not in the custody of the emp¬ 

loyer of Area No. III. 

3. Under the Mines Act and Mines Rules the registers 

are not required to be maintained for more than a 

year, 

6. It will appear that in the petition dated 18-11-81 item 
(a) is said to be a letler giving details of the engagement of 
Shri Shamsul Khan ab ear cleaner. The payment vouchers 
are relevant as shown by item tb) for the reason that the 
workman’s case is that he was paid trough voucheis. The 
management reply is that these documents could not be avail¬ 
able ih Area No. Ill, and if available they were liable to be 
destioyod in course of a year. The management never says 
that these, documents weis already destroyed. At'east item 
No. (a) is in Area No. JII and is a letter in a particular 
file. It is not the case of the management that the whole file 
has been destroyed. Item No. (c) of the petition dated 18-11-81 
is a petition dated 16-2-78. Copies of the petition dated 
16-2-78 had been sent to various authorities, but none of 
them has been produced. This letter could have shown that 
the workman demanded from the management to be “put on 
the job he was doing in rhe BCCL. There does not appear 
to be any reason why the management should not have pro¬ 
duced this document called for. Shri Bose has pointed out in 
the course of his argument that the attempt of the manage¬ 
ment is to put hurdle in Ihc way of the concerned workman 
to show' that he was a workman of the BCCL as car deader. 
Shri Bose has further argued that since all the documents 
concerning his employment in BCCL as car cleaner could be 
with the BCCL the workman could not be expected to produce 
them in order to prove his case. The woikman has done 
his best by calling for the documents from the custody of 
the management giving the fullest particulars possible to trace 
(hem out. But all that the management did was to show 
inability to produce them on one- pretext or another which 
could not be sustainable in a court of law It appears to be 
no doubt true a Serious attempt is being made by the emp¬ 
loyer in this case to obstruct the workman in proving his 
case through legal methods. We hav e therefore no option but to 
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fall back upon whatever the evidence has been adduced id 
this case. The workman has examined himself as WW, i 
and says that he worked as car cloaner from December, 1973 
t 0 September 1975, He used to attend 7 vehicles being 
cars and jeeps and all these vehicles belonged to BCCL. He 
has said that he used to be paid through vouchers and he 
received Rs. 150 per month. He has been supported by Shri 
Nakul Mahato, WW. 2 who had been in the employment 
in BCCL since 1971, as a car driver. Till 1975 he was emp¬ 
loyed in Area No, 1, Sijua. He has said that there were 5 
vehicles belonging to BCCL in Area No. 1. He has identified 
Shri Shamsul Khan the concerned workman in this court as 
a workman employed as can cleaner for 3 years during bis 
time. The learned Advocate for the management ha s said 
that while WW, 1 has said that there were only 5 vehicles, 
WW.2 has said that there were 7 vehicles in Area No. 1. He 
has also pointed out that the concerned workman in his 
evidence has said that his service was continuous, while WW.2 
says hat the concerned workman worked for 3 years 
with ceitain gaps, The learned Advocate for the 
management has said that they were vital contra¬ 
diction and for this reason the evidence of W.W. 1 
and WW. 2 should he rejected. I must say that these con- 
tiadictions cannot be said to be vital .for the simple reason 
that after a lapse of time there bound to be such discre¬ 
pancies when witnesses depose from their memory. The vital 
question is as to whether the concerned workman was a car 
cleaner for a period of 3 vears in Area No. 1, Sijua. On this 
point both WW. 1 and WW. 2 aie consistent. Their evidence 
has not been rebutted by any counter evidence on behalf of 
the management. I have therefore to hold that the concerned 
workman Shri Shamsul Khan worked as car cleaner from 
December, 1973 to September, 1975 and was paid at the 
rate of Rs. 150 per month through vouchers. I have also 
to hold that after September, 1975 the management of BCCL 
stopped him from work. The evidence of WW. 1 is that in 
1974 he had approached the Area Officers for making him 
permanent and the APM of the Area office had recommended 
his case to the headquarters office for making him permanent. 
In the meantime reorganisation of the Areas came and the 
area of the concerned workman was shifted to Govindpur 
Area No. III. It was at that time that he was made to sit 
idle without assigning any reason. Shri Bose has said that 
this is an unfair labour practice inasmuch as the concerned 
workman after serving for a period of 3 years should not 
have been stopped from work in such an arbitrary manner. 
Since we have come to a conclusion on the strength of evi¬ 
dence adduced in this case that the concerned workman was 
a car cleaner in the Area office, he should not have been 
stonped from work without assigning any reason or without 
serving him with any notice. It is objectionaMe on the part 
of the management that a car cleaner should be appointed 
op voucher when this lob is clearly deflnrd in the wage 
hoard recommendation. Tt is in category I whieh is the lowest 
paid workman in the colliery service. I wonder how a work¬ 
man having worked for 3 y'ars in bis capacity as car cleaner 
could not hr absorbed in category I on regular basis. 

7, Shri G. Prasad, Advocate on behalf of the management 
na s argued that the claim is belated because the dispute was 
raised in 1979 and ho was stopped from work fiom September 
1975. The simple case of the workman is that he had been 
approaching the various officers of the BCCL and for quite 
some time his union also made attempts with the manage¬ 
ment to see that he was put in employment It cannot there¬ 
fore be said to be a belated claim. 


8. Having considered all aspects of the case I hold that 
the demand of the workmen of Govindpur Area No. Ill 
of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Post office Sonard^ 
District Dhanbad that Shri Shamsul Khan should be allowed 
to resume duty and regularised as car cleaner with full wages 
thc hl<! ld,enc ss i« justified. Consequently Shri 

Shamsul Khan, the concerned workman should be deemed to 
be in the service of the colliery w.e.f. 14-9-75 when he was 
slopped from work. He is also entitled to hack wages and 
other emoluments w.e.f 14-9-75. 


This is my award. 


L P. SINGH. Presiding Officer 
[No. I.-200 !2/75/80.D,IIT( A)] 


New Delhi, the J3th December, 1982 
hereby publishes the following 'awardlif the^TndSl 
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Tribunal, Hyderabad, in the Industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the management of Singareni Collie¬ 
ries Co, Ltd. Bellampalli Diviaion-1, and their workmen, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 9th December 
1982. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (CFNTRAL) 
AT HYDERABAD 

Industrial Dispute No. 8 of 1982 
BETWEEN 

The Workmen of Singareni Collieries Company Limited 
Bellampalli Divisicn-T, Adilabad District, CA P.). 

AND 

The Management of Singareni Collieries Company Limit¬ 
ed, Bellampalli Division-!, Adilabad District (A.P.) 

APPEARANCES : 

None—for the Workmen. 

Sri P. Venkateswara Rao, Senior Personnel Officer, 
Bellampalli Division I—for the Management. 

AWARD 

The Government of India bv order No. 21012 (14)/81- 
D.IV (B) dated 16-2-1982 referred this industrial dispute 
existing between the employers in relation to the Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited, Bellampalli Division I and their 
workmen for adjudication to this Industrial Tribunal:— 

“Whether the management of Singareni Collieries Com¬ 
pany Limited, Bellampalli Division I (AP) is justi¬ 
fied in refusing to confirm Shri B. Achanna, General 
Mazdoor a s Clerk Gr. II and to pay the difference 
of wages between the pay of Clerk Gr. II and the 
wagos of Category I to Shri Achanna, General 
Mazdoor for the period he worked as Clerk from 
4-1-75 to 30 7-78? If not to what relief is the 
workman is entitled?'’ 

(the name of the worker i« wrongly described in the 
above order as R. Arcbanna. Hence the correct 
name R. Achanna is given in this award) 

2. After registering the above industrial dispute in I.D, 
No. 8 of 1982, notices were issued to both the parties. After 
receipt of notices, the parties intimated to this Tribunal that 
the Industrial Disputes had been settled on 15-1-1982. There¬ 
upon the parties were directed to file the settlement into the 
Tribunal. Several adjournments were granted to the parties 
for the above purpose?. Ultimately the compromise peti¬ 
tion in M.P. No. 183/82 was filed into this Tribunal on 
20-10-1982 signed bj the Management’s representative, 
namely P. Venkateswara Rao, Senior Personnel Officer, Bel¬ 
lampalli Division I and the President, Tandur Coal Mines 
Labour Union, Bellampalli, namely, S. Nagaiah Reddy for 
the Workmen. A memorandum of settlement arrived at 
between the parties on 15-1-1982 was euckwed to the above 
petition. 

3. The following are the terms of settlement contained in 
the above memorandum of settlement :— 

(1) Shri R. Achanna shall also be considered for ap¬ 
pointment as Clerk Gr. II along with other Gradu¬ 
ate employees subject to his passing the Written 
Test/interview going to be held shortly for selection 
of Gr, II Clerks. 

(2) The Management agree to pay special allowance to 
Shri R- Achanna, at the rate of Rs, 60/- per month 
during the period from April 1976 to September, 
1977, 

(3) The amount due to Shri R. Achanna, a* per the 
item No. 2 of the said settlement, will be paid on 
or before 20th March, 1982, 


(4) The Union, therefore, agreed to withdraw the dis¬ 
pute pending before the Conciliation Machinery and 
Ministry of Labour, Government of India, and to 
treat the dispute as settled fully and finally. 

(5) Both the parties agree to submit this Memorandum 
of Settlemen* to the concerned Government Autho¬ 
rities as required under the Industrial Dispute* Act 
Rules. 

(6) The parties shall send their implementation report 
on or before 30th March, 1982, failing which it 
will be treated that the settlement has been fully 
implemented. 

4. A« can be seen from the above memorandum of settle¬ 
ment, the present industrial dispute was settled between the 
Management and the workman on 15-1-1982 i.e. a month 
prior to the date of reference of the dispute to this Tribunal. 
Obviously for some reason or other, the above settlement was 
not brought to the notice of the Government of India, by the 
time the present reference was made to this Industrial Tribu¬ 
nal. A s can be seen from the contents of the compromise 
petition, the terms of the settlement were also implemented 
by the Management. As per Paragraph 1 of the settlement, 
the workman, namely, R. Achanna had been considered, 
selected and.appointed as Clerk, Gr, II by the Management. 
As per paragraphs 2 and 3 of the settlement, the Manage¬ 
ment had already paid the special allowance of Rs. 60.00 
per month for the period from April, 1976 to September, 
1977 before 20th March, 1982. 

5. In view of the above facts, the compromise is record¬ 
ed by me today. Therefore this award is passed in terms 
of the above settlement. Copies of the compromise petition 
and memorandum of settlement shall be appended to this 

award, 

Dictated to the Stenographer, transcribed by him and cor¬ 
rected by me and given under my hand and (he seal of this 
Tribunal, this the 11th day of November, 1982, 

$d/- 

Industrial Tribunal. 

APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE 
—NIL— 

Sd /- 
(Illegible) 
Presiding Officer. 

[No, L"20012/14/81-D.IV(B)] 
S. S. MEHTA, Desk Officer. 

BEFORE THE INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (C), 
HYDERABAD 

I.D. No. 8 of 1982 
BETWEEN 

The Management of Singareni Collieries Company Limi¬ 
ted, Bellampalli Division-I, Adilabad District (AP) 

.. .Management 

AND 

Workmen erf Singareni Collieries Company Limited, 
Belampalli Division-I, Adliabad District (AP) 

. .Workmen. 

MEMO OF COMPROMISE 

It i s submitted that the parties have entered into a Memo¬ 
randum of Settlement and thereby settled the dispute as 

follows: 

1, As per para-1, of the Settlement, Shri R. Achanna, 

has, since been considered, selected and appointed 
as Clerk Gr. II. 

2. As per para-2 and 3, the Management has already 

paid a special allowance of Rl 60/- p.m, during 
the period from April, 1976 to September, 1977 
before 20th March, 1982. 
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3. The Settlement arrived at could not be informed in 

tinle to the concerned authorities and hence, the 
dispute was referred for adjudication. 

4. As per para-6, the implementation report on the 

Settlement has already been sent to the concerned 
authorities 

5. As per para-5, both the parties hereby submit this 

Memo of Settlement, in seven copies. 

It is prayed that an award in terms of the Memorandum 
of Settlement filed herewith may please be passed. 

Be pleased to consider. 

Sd/- 

For Management, 
Sr. Personnel Officer, 
Bellampalli Division I. 

Sd/- 

for Workmen 
President, 

Tandur Coal Mines Labour Union, 
Bellampalli. 

Memorandum of Settlement arrived at under Rule 58(4) of 
the I D. Act, 1947, on 15-1-1982, al Bellampalli, between the 
management of the S.C. Company Limited and their work¬ 
men represented by the Tandlir Coal Mines Labour Union, 
Bellampalli, regarding alleged non-conlirmation of Shri R, 
Acchnnu C.S.L., Boipalli No. 1 incline as Clerk Gr. II. 

PARTIES PRESENT 
Representing the Management : 

Shri P. Krishnaji. Sr. Personnel Officer, the S.C, Com¬ 
pany Limited, Bellnmpalli-504251. 

Representing the Workmen : 

Shri S. Nagaiah Reddy, President, TCML Union, Bcllam- 
palli-504251. 

Short recital of the case 

The President, T.C.M.L, Union, vide hi 3 letter No. 31(81) 
49, dated 7-3-1981, raised an Industrial Disputes before the 
Asstt. Labour Commissioner (Central), Hyderabad demand¬ 
ing that Shri R, Achanna, C.S.L., Boipalli No. 1 Incline 
should be confirmed as Clerk Gr. II* and the difference of 
wages between Category-! and Clerk Gr. II should be paid 
from 21-1-1975 to 31-7-1978 stating that he worked as 
Clerk Grade-II during that period. 

Tile Asst. Labour Commissioner (Central), Hyderabad 
held conciliation proceedings on 30-9-1981. Since the Man¬ 
agement and the Union could not come for an amicable 
settlement, over the dispute, the conciliation proceedings 
ended in failure. The Asst. Labour Comtnissioner (C) / 
Hyderabad, had submitted the failure of conciliation report 
to the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, New Delhi. 
The Desk Officer, Government of India Ministry of Labour, 
New Delhi', had written a letter to the Secretary, Government 
of Andhra Pradesh, requesting the State Government to pur¬ 
sue the Management for an amicable settlement of the dis¬ 
pute or in the alternate to agree to the reference of the dis¬ 
pute for adjudication. 

The Management held discussion a again with the Presi¬ 
dent, T.C.M.L. Union, over the entire dispute on 15-1-1982. 
During the discussions, jt was explained that Shri R. Ach¬ 
anna was discharging the duties of a clerk intermittently, 
but not continuously for one year and three months. The 
Union was also informed that the Management is going to 
recruit some clerks shortly, and the case of Shri R. Achanna, 
C.S.L., Boipalli No, 1 Incline will also be considered for the 
ost of Clerk Gr. II provided he is possessing required quali- 
catiorus for the post of Clerk Gr. II and passes in the Test/ 
Interview, 

1085 GI/82—11. 


After the discussions, the management and the Union have 
come to an agreement on the following terms 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

(1) Shri R. Achanna shall rIso be considered for ap¬ 
pointment as Clerk Gr. II along with other Gradu¬ 
ate employees subject to his passing the written 
Test/Interview going to be held shortly for selec¬ 
tion of Gr. II Clerks. 

(2) The Management agree to pay special allowance to 
Shri R. Achanna, at the rate of Rs. 60 per month 
during the period from April 1976 to September. 
1977. 

(3) The amount duo to Shri R. Achanna, as per the 
item No. 2 of the said settlement, will be paid on 
or before 20th March, 1982. 

(4) The Union, therefore, agreed to withdraw the dis¬ 
pute pending before the Conciliation Machinery and 
Ministry of Labour, Government of India, and to 
treat the dispute as settled fully and finally. 

(5) Both the parties agreed to submit this Memorandum 
of Settlement to the concerned Government Autho¬ 
rities as required under the Industrial Disputes Act 
Rules, 

(6) The parties shall send their implementation report 
on or before 30th March. f982, failing which it 
will be treated that the settlement has been fully 
implemented. 

SIGNATURES 

Representing the Management : Representing the Workman : 

Sd/- Sd/- 

(P. Krishnaji) (S. Nagaiah Reddy) 

Witnesses : 

Sd /- 

(B.R.S. Naidu) 

D.P.O., SC Co. Ltd., BPA 

Sd/- 

(T. P Muller George), 

Head Clerk, Personnel Dept., BPA. 

6 1982 

VJo 5RTo 62'-—fVWlflri (STfuTT rriU 

1954 ( 1954 TT 44) UKT 
3 STO iUTri mftcPliffiT SRVr ffiTT §17, 

g-[?.T rifmdT? BL+TT % Tl^fd fUffiFT it 
(Tumi) cm ^ ^ 

Emm tit, sfOuT % srfTfur-r, rtfm.Tr? 

if ruiTTTlT tt sjfir cm w " ,r - 

tjsfrf sra tt wot srrfRf ti 

ffft TTrif ffil frttqi^FT % f*FT, T4T : T?cf WFJTT 
fa^RI q-Lcft | 1 

[iTOTT* 1 ( 1 9)/fwtr #*/82-^ToCfIT2(ffi)] 
fTF. Trie!, HIT *TFUI 

New Delhi, the 6lh December, 1982 

S.O. 62.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec¬ 
tion 3 of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabi¬ 
litation) 1954 (44 of 1954), the Central Government hereby 
appoints the Joint Secretary (Rehabilitation) and Deputy Sec- 
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ret ary (Rehabilitation) as the case may be, in the Revenue 
Department, Government of Tamilnadu, as Settlement Com- 
missioner for the purpose of performing, in addition to his 
own duties, the functions assigned to a Settlement Commis¬ 
sioner by or under the said Act, in respect of the land and 
properties forming part of the Compensation Post within the 
State of Tamil Nadu. 

[No, 1 (19)Spl .Cell 182-SS.1I (A)] 

M. K. KANSAL, Under Secy. 

S.O. 63.—In puisuanco of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Calcutta Port Trust, Calcu ta and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 7th December, 
1982. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL: 
CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 31 of 1979 

PARTIES'. 

Employers in relation to tho management of Calcutta 
Port Trust, Calcutta 

AND 

Their wmkmen 

PRESENT: 

Mr. Justice M. P. Singh Presiding Officer. 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of Employers 

Mr. D. K. Mukherjee, Industrial Relations Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen. 

Mr. Kamal Kumar Bancrjce, Asslt. Secretary of the 
Union. 

STATE : West Bengal INDUSTRY : Port 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by its 
Order No. L-32012|14|D.IV(A) dated 19th May, 1979 refer¬ 
red the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication: 

‘Whether the management in lela'km to the Calcutta 
Port Trust, Calcutta are justified in allowing Sri A. K. 
Mukherjee, U.D. Clerk, under the Chief Engineer to 
be superseded for the purpose of promotion to the 
post of Upper Division (Selection)? If not. to what 
relief is the concerned workman entitled?” 

2. The.-Tacts are simple. Sri A, K. Mukherjee was an U.D. 
clerk under tho Chief Engirfeer of the CPT (Calcutta Port 
Trust). There wag a vacancy in the year 1977 in the UD 
(Selection) post. Sri Mukherjee was superseded and instead 
Ajoy Kumar Gliha Khasnabis who was also a U.D, clerk 
in the same department was promoted and appointed to the 
UD (Selection) post It is admitted by both sides that the 
person who was senior was entitled to be appointed to that 
post. So the simple uestlon is whether A. K. Khasnabis was 

■ senior to A. K. Mukherjee. I think he was, 

3, Admittedly Sri Khasnabis was confirmed in the post of 
UD clerk in the Dock unit on 1st January 1963 but Sri 
Mukherjee w'as confirmed as UD clerk in the Calcutta unit 
on 23rd January 1963. Thus Khasnabis was confirmed ear¬ 


lier . The date of seniority, in my Opinion, should he de¬ 
termined by reference to the date of confirmation and not 
from the date of appointment in a particular glade or rank. 

It may be mentioned hero that there were three units under 
iho Port Development Wing (briefly, the PD Wing) under the 
Chief Engineer, (i) Calcutta unit, (ii) Dock unit and (fit) 
Head office unit. The PD wing w'as a temporary establish¬ 
ment. The UD (S) post was to be filled by the seniormost 
UD clerk from a combined list of all the three units. We 
are not concerned with the seniority of any UD clerk in 
tiny other particular unit. For the purpose of UD (S) post 
all the three units were to be considered as if one unit and 
the seniormost of them was to be appointed to the UD(S) 
post. £,i Ajoy Kumar Guha Khasnabis having been con¬ 
firmed earlier must, therefore, be held to be senior. Rule 
2 of the seniority rules framed by tho CPT runs as under: 

“When however a man is confirmed in a giade, he be¬ 
comes senior to all other who have not been con¬ 
firmed in that grade for purpose of promotion.” 

In the present ease when Sri Ajoy Kumar Guha Khasnabis 
was confirmed. Sri Mukherjee had not been confirmed on that 
drie and therefore Ajoy Kumar became senior to him. 

4. The union armies that the seniority rules do not apply 
to the Chief Engineer’s department, I do not agree, No 
separate rule has yet been framed for the department of 
the Chief Engineer in the CPT, The union itself in another 
written statement filed by them in Reference No. 11 of 1982 
'T>t. M-3) in paragraph stated as follows: 

“4. That all promotions of the workmen of CTP arc 
done or governed by the seniority rules passed at 
the meeting of the erstwhile Commissioners for 
the Port of Calcutta on 8-5-57 under Resolution No. 
473. In this connection copy of Secrchuv CPC’s 
letter No. 7354 dated 2nd Tune, 1958 together with 
a Copy of the report of the Committee set tin 1o 
draw up rules for determining seniority of staff are 
enclosed marked with Anncxure ‘A’ and ‘A l’ and 
since then all promotions to the workmen of CPT 
were given as per said seniority rules.” 

On a perusal of the above it is clear that the union ad¬ 
mitted the fact that the senioritv rules in question governed 
all nromotion of the workmen of the CPT. 

5. The union next relied on Rule 1 of the said seniority 
rules. It runs as below: 

"The senioritv of a man in a grade should be deter¬ 
mined on the basis of total length of his service 
in that grade or in an equivalent grade." 

Suffice to say that this rule does not deal with a case of 
confirmation and therefore it is not applicable to the pre¬ 
sent case. 

6. It is next contended on behalf of the union that Sri 

Mukherjee had officiated in the UD(S) post from 2-12-1953 
fo 1st February 1954 and this period of offlei.ition should 
be counted in determining the length of service. In ronti- 

mntion of this submission it was further pointed out lhat 

Sri Mukherjee had been appointed-as LD clerk earlier than 
Sri Ajoy Komar .Guha Khasnabis and from that point of 
view also the total length of service of Sri Mukherjee was 
more than that of Sij Khasnabis, In my opinion, the length 

of service has to he determined tn a particular grade or 

rank in which tho qutstion of seniority arises and the 
period of another trade or rank cannot be taken into 
consideration. T am further of the opinion that in a case of 
confirmation the period of offlciation can have no weight- 
age and lhat seniority must be counted from the date of 
confirmation. 

7. The union next submits that the existing seniority mien 
were emended by the erstwhile Commissioncra for the Port 
of C-leiitta (now rnlcutta Port Trust) in the year 1973 by 
Resolution No. 1472 and bv that amendment the senioritv 
bv confirmation had been rules out. Suffice to say that these 
rules have not yet been approved bv the Central Govern¬ 
ment and so they have absolutely no force. 
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8. The union next urged that according Annexure “E,*’ 
(Ext. W 5) which is an observation of the Financial Advisor 
and Chief Accounts Officer to the effect that Sri Mukherjee 
was senior to Sri'Ajoy Kumar, it should })c held that Sii 
Mukhcrjee was senior to Ajoy Kumar. This observation was 
made on 26th Novcmbei 1977. On this observation an en¬ 
dorsement was made by the Secretary to the effect that 
the Chief Engineer should sec that observation and should 
send the p.ipeis to his office as euilv as possible. Tn my 
opinion, this obrervalion is of no value. The FA and CAO 
thought' that Sii Mukherjcc had been appointed and con¬ 
firmed as IR clcik earlier than Sri A. K. Guha Khasnabis 
and therefore lie was senior. The observation is misconceived 
and exhibits ignorance of the rule as to seniority, I have 
already said that seniority has to he determined only by 
reference to the date of conlhmation in the particular grade 
or rank in which the question arises. Heio the question aiise 
in the grade of UD clerk. Therefore nothing about the 
period as 1 D clerk can be considered. I may mention here 
that the Chief Engineer in his letter dated 20th September 
1977 observed that Sri A. K. Guha Khasnabis was senior 
to Sri Mukherjcc. That view in my opinion is correct. 


APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of Employers.—Sri D, K. Mukherjcc, Indus¬ 
trial Relations Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen—Sri Asgher Ali, Vice-President 
of the Union. 

STATE : West Bengal INDUSTRY : Port 

AWARD 

By, Order No. L-32012112J/78-D. IV(A) dated 12th July. 
1979 the'Government of India, Ministry of Labour referred 
the lollowing dispute to this Tribunal lor adjudication 

“Whether the management in ielation to Calcutta Port 
'I rust are justified in imposing punishment by way 
oi reduction of pay by two stages on Shri 
Alohiuduin, Loco Dnver, under the Chief Mecha¬ 
nical Engineer on the charge of negligent and rush 
driving in November, 1975 7 If not to what relief 
is the concerned workman entitled 7" 


9. The union next submitted that thcie was no combined 
list of seniority of the three units of the department of 
( hief Engineer. I think that this becomes a minor matter in 
view of the positive laU that A. K. Guha Khasnabis was 
confirmed euilier in the guide of UDC. 

,10. lbs Union next leferred to Annexure C (Ext. \V3) and 
Anncxiire D tlixt. W4j of iheir written statement, These two 
exhibits, in my opinion, are of no help to the union. An- 
nexuic C shows as to when certain clerks 1 had been appoint¬ 
ed in the Lowei Division Clerk’s post oi Upper Division 
clcik s post. r I las in my opinion is of no consequence in 
view ol the discussions made above, Annexure D is in 
tespect of the two clciks concerned, namely Sn Mukherjee 
and Sri Khansnabis. I hey have been shown as I.D clerlts 
us well as UD cleiks with their dates oi appointment confir¬ 
mation and pi amotion. ’ISus also is of no importance in 
view of the discussions held. I ha/e already mentioned the 
lelevant dates for the pm pose of determining the hcnicritj. 
The contention thus has no force. 


11. In the lesult, I hold that the management ,n "-elation 
to the CPT aie justified in superseding Sri A. K. Mukhcrjee, 
UD clerk under the Chief Engineer and to promote Ajoy 
Kumar Guha Khasnabis in the post of Upper Division (Se¬ 
lection; Post in rhe jcptukneni of the chief Engineer. Sii 
A. K. Mukhcrjee, therefore, is not entitled to -any relief. 

Dated, Calcutta the 20th November, 1982. 

M. P. SINH \, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-32012/14/78-D-IV{Ajj 

New Delhi, the 17th Decembei, 1982 

5.U. 64.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (T4 oF 1947), the Ccntial Government 
heieby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tnbunal, Calcutta in the industw.ff dispute 
between the cmploycis m relation to the management of 
Calcutta Port Trust, Calcutta and tligii workmen, whith was 
received by the Cenfr.-l Government on the ) 1th December, 
1982. 

CENTRA^ GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : 
CALCUTTA. 

Reference No 45 of 1979 

PARTIES . 

Employ cis -n ielation to the management of CalcuiUa 
Port Trust, Calcium. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 


2. On 20lh July 197b lvlobiiddin, a Loco Driver was 
chaigcd with misconduct inasmuchiis he negligently and rashly 
drove engine No. D/M on 3/4.11.75 and made a collision 
with the las L wagon oL the train cauicd by Engine No. 44 
at 3 K. F. line causing damage to Loco No, D/51 and the 
wagon. Euitiier, tnut said Stni Mohiuddin while on duty 
from 2206 his. On 3/4.11.75 tailed to stop the engine 
D/51 at fouling point, in spite of being cautioned by the 
Shunter Gunner on the basis of the repoit made bv the 
Loco Foreman.. He gave explanation on 31st July 1976 
but the same was found not satisfactory. A domestic en- 

uiry was held on 8th December 1976 by the Enquiry Officer 
ri A. K. Saikar who found him guilty of the charge. On 
receipt of the findings of the Enquiry Officer (Ext M 5) the 
Clu'et Mechanical Engineer imposed the punishment a» 
mentioned m tho order of reference by his order dated 31st 
January 1977. Ilia appeal therefrom was rejected by the 
Deputy Chairman. 

3. Aceoiding to the concerned woikman (vide Ext. W1 
dated 7 August 1976 and M3 dated 31st July 1976) he was 
naked to proceed to E J C by line No. 2 without any cau- 
t.on oidci, the level crossing was Jammed up with vehicles 
ingucb a manner Una it was not possible to know whether 
the line was Clear, that the head-light of the engine became 
Icablc at tin relevant time, that there was no stop signal 
and that the shuntci gltnnei Jadu Tiwari who was with him 
for giving guidance did not ask him to stop. He denied the 
fact that he did not stop the engine in time. This could 
have properly bo considered only when the person who were 
prevent with him in the engmcc would have be<n examined 
by the management. It appears that one shunter gunner and 
one member of the CISF weie present at Ihe time of acci¬ 
dent. Non was examined. ’Ihe management had filed several 
documents including th_* accident report and enquiry report 
(Ext M 1) but three documents cannot show whether the 
concerned workman stopped or did not stoi> the engine in 
time or whether the headlight had become dim at the rele¬ 
vant time. These matte, s could prima facie be proved only 
by oral evidence of the two persons present in the engine 
at the lime of accident. That evidence was available but 
the management did not bring them befoic the Enquiry 
Officer. Elence the documents are not of real assistance to 
the management for piuving the charge against him. The 
whole enquiry was conducted only on one day namely 8th 
December 1976 simply on the basis of statement made by 
Mohiuddin. 

4. The management contends that the departmental en- 
quiiy is valid because sufficient opportunity w'fis given to 
the workman la defend himself. In my opinion that is not 
correct. Enquiry was held only on one day (8-12-76). 
Mohiuddin. the loco d.ivci applied for adjournment to another 
date on the ground that his counsel was not available on 
that day due to his pre-engagement to some other work. No 
time was granted, and enquiry was held in absence of the 
defence counsel, ft may be pointed out that tho management 
is bound to consider the tepresentotion made by the concerned 
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workman under the provisions of Rule 12 of the Calcutta 
Port Commissioners Employees’ (Discipline and Appeal) 
Rules, 1964, briefly the 1965 Rules, The defence counsel 
could have placed before the enquiry officer the proper 
defence in an effective manner There was, therefore, denial 
of reasonable and effective opportunity to the concerned work¬ 
man and thus there was denial of justice too. The conten¬ 
tion raised by the management thus has no force. 


for adjudscation under Section 10(lXd) of the Industrial Dis¬ 
putes Act, 1947 :— 

‘‘■Whether the action of the management of Messrs Sal- 
gaokar Engineers Private Limited in retrenching with 
effect from 9-6-1982 the 62 workmen (whose names 
are mentioned in the annexes) employed in tranship- 
per “m.v. Gosalia Prospect." is justified 7 If not, 
to what relief are the concerned workmen entitled?" 


5. Mr. D. K. Miiikhevjce appearing for the management 
next contended that the holding of enquiry was not neces¬ 
sary for minor penalty cinder Rule 12 of the 1964 Rules, 
He pointed out that cnquiiy was necessary only when major 
penalty were Imposed hj contemplated in Rule 11 of 1964 
Rules. Suffice to say that if the management adopts the pro¬ 
cedure of enquiry ,t is not open to them to say that they 
are not bound by it even if the enquiry was not necessary. 
In the .circumslances of this case the management is bound 
by that enquiry because it chose in adopt it. The enquiry 
held in this case is not based on any evidence. It is therefore 
perverse. If so, the order of punishment passed upon it 
must go. 

6. Sri Ssgher All, appearing for the concerned workman, 
contended that during the departmental enquiry 10 or 11 
questions were put to him and that being iq the nature o£ 
cross-examining was not permissible in law. He also con¬ 
tended that the concerned should not have been examined 
prior to production of soma evidence by the management. 
It it not necessary to go into this question because of the 
view expressed above. 

7. In the result, my concluded award is that the manage¬ 
ment in relation to the Calcutta Poit Trust were not justified 
in imposing punishment by way of reduction of pay by two 
stages on a charge of negligence nnd rash driving in Novem¬ 
ber 1975, on Mohiuddin, the loco driver. I accordingly 
direct the management of the Calcutta Port Trust to pay 
back the amount which hag been deducted to the concerned 
workman, namely Mohiuddin, loco driver. 

Dated, Calcutta, 

The 6th December, 1982. 


M. P. SINGH. Presiding Officer 
[N. L-32012/12/78-D. IV (A)J 

S.O. 65.—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 U4 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industrial Tribunal, No. 2, Bombay in the industrial 
dispute between the emelujeis in relation to the management 
of Messrs Salgaokar Engineers Private Limited, Vesco-da- 
Goa and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 29rh November, 1982. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 2 BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-2/42 of 1982 

PARTIES : 

Employers in Relation to the Management of M/s 
Salgaonkar Engineers Pvt ltd,, Vasco-da-Gama. 
Goa. 


AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES : 


For the Employer*—No appearance 
For the workmen—No appearance 

INDUSTRY : Fort and Docks STATE : Goa, Daman 

and Diu 

Bombay, the 8th November, 1982 




In their letter No, L-35012(3)/82-DIV(A) dated t in. 
the Central Government have referred the following dh 


ANNEXURE 


S. No. Name 


1. Shri J. S. Fernando* 

2. 


Pralhad Manirekar 

3. 


Keshav Rane 

4. 

si 

Gunmath Kochrekar 

J. 

U 

Diogo Scveres 

6. 

»1 

Vinayak Sawant 

7. 

J! 

Joaquim D’Costa 

8. 

If 

Caetano Pereira 

9. 

11 

Milagres Rodrique* 

10. 

t* 

Shaikh Hassan 

11. 

„ 

Kubiraab Iddelgl 

12. 


Manial Saraj 

13. 

1* 

Mohidinsab Gifibarga 

14. 


Mathaye Chowan 

15. 

if 

Kasimsah Gulbarga 

16. 

O 

Shivlingappa Koonreddl 

17, 

M 

K. B. Mathel 

18. 

II 

Usman Khan 

19. 

M 

Dattatraya B. Shirk© 

20, 

'» 

Mayappa Harijan 

21. 


Hanumantha Muthatl 

22. 


Sabanna U. Narsonagi 

23. 

tt 

Hanjmantha Gangur 

24. 

V 

Kechappa Haiijan 

25. 

1» 

Apanna D. Guledar 

26. 

>1 

Amarappa Wallihar 

27. 

ii 

Shivlingappa Sarur 

28. 

>i 

Rajput Pal 

29. 

ii 

Pyarclal Bindfc 

30. 

a* 

Claram Saroj 

31. 

■’i 

Parasnath Bindh 

32. 


Baijanath Bindh 

33. 

i# 

Rammahesh Bindh 

34. 

>i 

Ramprish Chawan 

35. 

M 

Mohanlal Bindh 

36. 

tl 

Gajraj Bindh 

37. 

!» 

Gulraj Chowan * 

38. 

if 

Dikhi Bindh 

39. 

II 

Thakur Chowan 

40. 

n 

Ramdhani Duaad 

41. 

II 

Rambachan Bindh 

42. 

n 

Brijlal Bindh 

43. 

n 

Chandeshwar Chowan 

44. 

»i 

Ankush Omkhando 

45. 

i» 

Madhukant Naik 

46. 

tt 

Antonio Antao 

47. 

i> 

Mahadeo Shot Gaonkar 

48. 

t* 

P. R. L. Trindade 

49. 

la 

Mohan Kavlekar 

50. 

11 

Chandrakant Parab 

51. 

II 

Sudhakar Rane 

52. 


Michal Rodrigues 

53. 


Gopinath Khorjuvenkar 

54. 

V 

Philip Vnz 

55. 

n 

Babuso Amonkar 

56. 

ii 

J. D. Sequira 

57. 

M 

Shantaman Marajkar 

58. 

T» 

Yeshwant Naik 
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S. No. , Name 

59. Shii Manohar Kanoji 
g0. „ Narsinva KTudkaikar 

61. „ Manual Fernandes 

62. „ Shamsuddin Shah 


2. A s is evident the dispute lelalcs to the alleged letiencn- 
ment of 62 workmen from the services of ihc Respondent 
Company. During the pendency of the prcsenL reference 
however, the matter seems lo have been mutually negotiated 
whereby the pat Lies namely the Goa, Mining Labour Welfare 
Union who espoused the cause ol these 62 workmen and the 
management have arrived at certain terms embodied in the 
tarns of settlement, on the strength of which thcie i» 8 
request to pass an award by both the parties. 1 have perused 
Ihe terms of the settlement whereby f find that out of bl 
woikmcn 52 have been agreed to be leinstated with certain 
monetaiy benefits while the remaining 10 workmen who 
stand retrenched fiom 9-6-1982 are to get additional amount 
equivalent to 75 per cent of the total amount of retrenchment 
compensation and gratuity payable to them under the notice 
of retrenchment, these payments were to be made by 
30-9-1982 in full and final settlement to the letrcnchment 
woikmen. 


"Whether the management in relation to the Calcutta 
Port Trust, Calcutta are justified in not confirming 
Shri Sadhan Chandra Mondal, Lascar, U.R.R. Parly, 
Falta with effect from 1st August, 1977 ? If not, 
to what relief is the concerned workman entitled?' 

2. When the case was taken up for hearing, the parties 
filed a petition stating that the matters have been settled 
amicably between the parties on the terms embodied in the 
said petition and prayed that an award be passed in terms 
of ihc said compromise petition, 1 have gone through the 
terms of settlement and 1 am satisfied that the terms are 
fair and leasonahle. 1 thciefore accept the same and pass an 
award in terms of the said compromise petition which will 
form part of this Award as Annexu/e “A". 

Dated, Calcutta, 

The 4th December, 1982. 


M. P. SINGH, Piesiding Officer, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL CALCUTTA 

In Ihe matter of Reference No. 42 of 1980 


3. It is true that out of 62 workmen 10 workmen remained 
out of service but then having regard to the fact that a 
major portion of the workmen itt agreed to be reinstated and 
since the Union who has espoused the cause have found the 
settlement fair and reasonable whereby the dispute has 
been brought to an end, 1 endorse the settlement, hold it to 
be fair and reasonable and the dispute theiefoie does not 
survive. 

No order as to costs. 


AND 

In the matter of the Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour Ordci No. L-32Q12/4/80-D.IVIA) dated 
7-6-1980. 

AND 

In the matter of Notice No. Ref. 42/80/641 a'ated 
18/19-7-1980 issued by the Secretary to the Court, 
(cntral Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta. 


M. A. DESHPANDE, Presiding Officer. BETWEEN 


[No. L-36012/3/82-D. 1V(A)J 


S.O. 66.—In puisunncc of section 17 of the Industiial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment Industiial Tribunal, Calcutta in the industrial dispute 
between the emplojeix jn relation to lh e management of Cal¬ 
cutta Port Trust, Calcutta and their workmen, which was 
received by the Ccntlal Government on the Uth December, 
1982. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL : 
CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 42 of 1980 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Calcutta 
Port Trust, Calcutta 

AND 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES r 

On behalf of Employers—Mr. D. K. Mukherjee Industrial 
Relation Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen—M/s. Asgher Ali, Vice-President, 
National Union of Waterfront Workers. 

STATE : West Bengal INDUSTRY : Poit 

AWARD 

By Order No. L-32012/4/80-D.JV(A) dated 7lli June, 1980 
the Government of India, Ministry of Labour referred the 
following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication : 


The employers in iclalion to the management of the 
Calcutta Port Trust, Calcutta 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Represented by National Union of Waterfiont Woikcrs. 
15, Coal Dock Road, Calcutta-700043. 

Humble petition of the applicants, employers in 1 elation to 
the management of Calcutta Port Trust, Calcutta and the 
workmen represented by the National Union of Watcifiont 
Workers (hereinafter referred lo as the “Boaid” and the 
“Union" respectively in this matter). 

Most Respcctifully Sheweth : 

1. That your petitioners, submit that the Government of 
India, Ministry of Labour under Older No, I.-32O12/4/80- 
D.lVfAJ .dated 7-6-1980, referred to the Hon’blc Tribunal the 
dispute in respect of the matteis specified in the Schedule be¬ 
low : 

"THE SCHEDULE 

Whether the management in relation to the Calcutta Port 
Trust, Calcutta are justified in not confirming Shri Sadhan 
Chandra Mondal, Lascar, U.R.R, Party, Lalta with effect from 
lsi August, 1977 ? If not, to what relief is the concerned workman 
entitled ? 

2, That your petitioners stale thal the Written Statement on 
behalf of the “Board" was filed before the Hon’ble Tribunal 
on 29-8-1980 and the Wiittcn Statement on behalf of the 
“Union’’was submitted on 30-8-1980. The case is uew fixed for 
pfemptory hearing on 3-12-1982. 

3. That your petitioners state that meanwhile the matter 
has been further discussed between the parties to the dispute 
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and it has been voluntarily agreed that the concerned workmen 
in the dispute, who are named below, be confirmed with effect 
from the dates shown against each and bs adjudged the interne 
seniority position amongst them in the cadre of Lascare under 
the Upper Reaches Research Station, Phaha. Chief Hydraulic 
Engineer’s Depattment, it the order mentioned herein : 

Order in Name Designation Date ol 

Seniority confirmation 

in the 
post of 
Lascar in 
U.R.RS. 
Phalto 

"T ■ 2 3 ' 4 

1. Shri Santi Ranian Purkait Temporal Lascar 29-9-1980 

2. Shri Samad Ah Temporary Lascar 30-9-1980 

3. Shri Sadhan Chandra Tempera!y Lascar 1-10-1980 

4. 2hat your petitioners submit that the above reference 
before the HoiTble Tribunal may kindly be disposed of in terms 
of the above compromise. 

Under the cbo\e circumstances, yotrr petitioners most 
humbly pray t .at your Honour would be gr-teiou.ly pleased 
to con ic’er the matter in terms of the cbove settlement rnd 
give an award accordingly. 

And for this, your petitioners as in duty bound sh«u ever pray. 


Sd ./- 

Sd. /- 

I.R.O. 

Vice-President 

Calcutta Port Trust 

National Union of Waterfront 


Workers 

Witness : 

Witness : 

1. Sd./- 

1. Sd. /- 

2. Sd./- 

2. Sa -/ 

Calcutta, 

Dated this the 3rd Da) 

of December 1982. 


M 1*. Singh, Presiding officer 
[No. L-32012/4/80-D.' 1V(A)J 


T. B. SITARAMAN, Desk Officer 

New Delhi, 

the 16th December, 1982 

S.O. 67.—In 

n 17 of the lndustiial 


hereby publishes 1 J of the Central Govern¬ 

ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the Punjab National 
Bank, Calcutta, and their workmen, which was leceived by 
the Central Government on the 7th December, 1982. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No, 43 of 1981 

PARTIES: 

Employers in relation to the management of Punjab 
National Bank, Calcutta, 

J AND 

Their workmen 

APPEARANCES: 

On behalf of Employers—Mr. Rameswar Singh, Law 
Officer 

On behalf of Workmen—Mr. R. L. Singh, General Se¬ 
cretary of the Union. 

STATE : West Bengal. INDUSTRY : Banking. 


AWARD 

By Order No. L-12012/48/80-D.II.A dated 29th October, 
1981 the Government of India, Ministry of Labour, referred 
the following dispute to this Tribunal for adjudication: 

"Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
National Bank in relation to its Biplabi Rash Bihari 
Basu Road. Calcutta Branch, in imposing the punish¬ 
ment of stoppage of three increments and debarring 
with effect from 25th March, 1978 for promotion 
to clerical cadre of Shri G. P. Tiivedi, Peon is 
justified ? If not, to what relief is the workman 
concerned entitled ?” 

2. The terms of reference show that two kinds of punish¬ 
ment were imposed oil the peon G. P. Trivedi: (i) stoppage of 
three increments and (ii) debarring him with effect from 
25th March, 1978 from piomotion to clerical cadre (vide 
Exts. M-10 and M-ll). The question is whether this action 
of the management is justified ? The main facts of the case 
are admitted and are simple. G. P. Trivedi joined the seivice 
©f the Punjab National Bank, Biplabi Rash Behari Bose 
Road, Calcutta (briefly, the bank) as a probationer peon on 
20th April, 1967. At the time of joining he declared that 
h:s“ educational qualification was VIII class pass and he also 
produced certificate exhibit M-2 to that effect. In fact he 
was a matriculate at that time but he did not disclose ihis 
fact then. In the year 1974 he informed (vide letter Ext. 
W-l—exhibit M-4) the bank that he was a matriculate and 
he had passed the Matriculation examination in the year 1961. 
He produced a high school certificate. Ext. M<-5. Thereafter he 
began to make representation requesting the bank to give 
Imn chance of officiating in the vacant post of a clerk. He 
made tfiiee sucb.repiesentations in 1974 (Exhibits W-l, W-2 
and W-3) and two representations in 1975 (Exts. W-4 and 
W-5). The Geneial Secretary of the Union also wrote fob 
him to the management. On 25th October, 1976 the man¬ 
agement issued a chargesheet to him asking him to show 
cause as to why disciplinary action should not be taken 
against hin for the false declaration as to his educational 
qualification at the time of joining his service as a proba¬ 
tioner peon. In the chargesheet it was mentioned. “The bank 
as a mattei of policy docs not employ over-qualified persons 
(i.e. those who have passed the matriculation—higher se¬ 
condary examination) m subordinate cadre. Thereafter the 
bank held the enquiry which started on 7th January, 1977 and 
concluded on 21st June, 1977. The Enquiry Officer's report 
is exhibit M-8. The Enquiry Officer Mr. G. S. Burmah 
found as follows: 

(;) it is established beyond doubt tint Sri Trivedi who 
passed matriculation examination in 1961, joined 
the seivices of the Bank in April, 1967, informed 
the Bank at the time of his appointment that he 
had passed Junior High School Examination. In 
this way he suppressed his higher qualification which 
is a material fact; 

(ii> The above conduct on the part of Sri Trivedi al¬ 
though not covered in the list of gross mis-conducts 
under the Bipartite Settlement of 1966 is a prima 
facie gioss misconduct. 

(in) From the evidence adduced by the management 
representative of the Bank, it could not be estab¬ 
lished, on the basis of documentary proof, that in 
the year 1967 (when Sri Trivedi joined the services 
of the Bank) as per policy ihe Bank was not ap¬ 
pointing matriculates or higher secondary passed 
candidates in subordinate cadre ; 

(iv) It appears that there aie cases in the Bank wherein 
matriculates or higher secondary passed candidates 
have been appointed in subordinate cadre. 

While above may be the correct position, in the 
case of Sri Trivedi what has been established be¬ 
yond doubt is that he had suppressed his educational 
qualification which was a material fact. 

This leads to a doubt that Sri Trivedi at the 
time of the appointment in the Bank service must 
have been awaTe of the fact that his higher quali¬ 
fication might*come in his way in appointment in 
the Bank in subordinate cadre. He further declared 
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his qualification as--Tumor High School pass only 
although he had passed matriculation much before 
his joining the Bank, service." 

On leceipt of the enquiry repoit the man >cement imposed 
the punishment as stated above on the giound of conceal¬ 
ment of n material fact which was considtted to he gross 
misconduct. 

3, In my opinion, though the Bant was empowered to im¬ 
pose the punishm nt of stoppage of increment, it was uot 
justified to do 'o in the facts and circumstances of this case. 

It is true that neither in the cllurgcsheet (Ext. W-71 r.or in 
the enquiry report (Ext. M-8) nor in Ihe order of proposed 
punishment (Ext. M-10) it was mentioned as to what adminis¬ 
trative order of the management or what clause of the 
bipartite settlement of 1966 w s contravened by Sli Trivedi 
hut the central fact remains that Shri Tiivedi concealed a 
material fact at'the time of his cnliy into service in the year 
1667, The management lias pointed out that the bank had 
issued a circular Ext. M-9 dated 16th Mav, 1973 which 
was to the effect that a person giving fahe declaration about 
his educational qualification should be discharged ftotn ser¬ 
vice. This ojrcular, however, was not in existence in 1967 
when Tritrdi joined his service. It was argued on behalf 
of the workman that the Enquiry? Offi er has found lhat the 
bank has failed to substantiate that in the year 1967 when 
Tiivedi joined the service of the bank its policy was that 
matriculates will not be appointed us a candidate in subordi¬ 
nate cadre. That is correct. Admittedly at the lime of the 
chuigesheet end onwauls there was the circular of 1973 
in existence under which such pci son could be discharged 
for making false declai otion ns to his qualification. So irres¬ 
pective of the Bank’s policy legarding non-appointment of 
matriculates as> peons Sri Tiivedi could be punished. It was 
argued hv the Union that the bank itself had appointed 
several matriculates as peons and Lhat the bank did not 
produce the service records of 25 clerks as demanded by 
Sri Trivedi which cou'd have shown that matriculates had 
been appointed as peons by the bank. Even if that be so, it 
is no ground to exonerate him fiom liability for his miscon¬ 
duct. It was next mged by the workmen that Ihe act of Sri 
Trivedi was not misconduct as per provisions of the Bi¬ 
partite Settlement of 1966. Suffice to sny that an act can be 
misconduct outRide the settlement. Any way, the punishment 
of stoppage of increment cannot bo susta nod in view of 
the Bank’s own conduct in appointing Matriculates as peons 
and also in view of the fact that its alleged policy of non- 
ippointmcnt of over qualified peisons was not e tibhshed. 

4. So far as the second punishment of dcbailine him 
from officiating promotion is concerned, it was confined only 
to tw'O years with effect from 25-3-1978 which ended on 
25th March. 1980 (vide circular Ext. M-14 dated 29th 
January, 1977 and Ext. M-15 dated 30th August, 1978), Sri 
’Trivedi is now admittedly eligible for effleiation and pro¬ 
motion. It may also be noticed that officiation or promotion 
is primarily a management function. No employees has a 
right to officiate or to be promoted. Sri Tiivedi can have 
no grievance in this behalf. He can have no light to force 
the managcmcnl to promote him to a higher post unless any 
rule or agreement permits it. After all lie did conceal a 
material fact regarding his educational qualification at the 
time of joining his service. That fart on his part cannot be * 
called fair. In my opinion if amounts to misconduct. 

5. After having considered the submissions of the parties 
and the facts and circumstances of the case T come to the 
conclusion that the punishment of stoppage of in’rement 
imposed upon Sri G. P. Trivedi, Peon by the management 
is not justified and it ought to be set aside. It is accordingly 
sot PS’dc. As regards the sc-oml minishment of debariinn him 
from promotion, 1 am of opinion that the action of the 
management in this behalf is justified. Sri Trivedi is, there¬ 
fore, entitled to get relief in part. The management is direc'- 
rd to pay all his legal dues respecting the increment ns mav 
be peimissihlc ns per rules of the management. 


This is my award. 


Dated, Calcutta, M. P. SINGH, Presiding Officer 

The 16th November, 1982. [No. L-12012(48)/80-D.IIfA)] 


New Delhi, the 6th December, 1982 

q q 63.—-In pui annee of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Acl. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern¬ 
ment .Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Bombay, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Union Bank of India Bombay, and their workman, 
which was received by the Central Government on the 26tb 
Noveinbci, 1982. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. I AT BOMBAY 

Reference No, CG1T-23 of 1978 

PARTIES : 

Employe; s in relation to Union Bank of India, Bom¬ 
bay. 


AND 

Their Workman. 

APPEARANCES : 

bor the employer—-Mr. F. D. Damauia, Advocate, 

For the vvoikman—Mr. M. S. Udeshi, Advocate 
INDUSTRY : Banking. STATE : Maharashtra. 

Bombay, the 30th day of October, 1982 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, by order 
No. T.-12012/48/78-D.TI.A dated 23/27th November, 1978, 
in exeicisc of the powers confened by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tiun (I) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 
have leferred to this Tribunal for adjudication an industrial 
dispute between Ihe employers in relation to the management 
of Union Bank of India, Bombay, and their workman in res¬ 
pect of the matters specified in the schedule mentioned be¬ 
low :■—• 


SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Union Bank 
of India, Bombay, in terminating (he services of 
Shrimnti N. P. Bhisma, Special Assistant with effect 
from 1st October, 1976 is legal and justified 7 If 
not, to what iclicf is the workman concerned en¬ 
titled 

2. The workman, Mis. N. P. Bhisma, joined (he Bank on 
10th June, 1957 as a Clerk. At the relevant time the work¬ 
man was attached to Prabhadcvi Branch of the Bank as a 
Special Assistant, The scivices of the workman were termi¬ 
nated by the employer-Bank on 1st October, 1976 purport¬ 
ing to do so under paragraph 522.1 of the Sastry Award. 
The workman alleged that the action of the Bank in termi¬ 
nating her services us above was wrongful, illegal a nd in¬ 
operative, for the reasons mentioned ra the statement of 
claim. The workman, therefore, claimed i cinsiatement with 
full back wage 1 * and continuity of service. 

3. The employer Bank by its written statement dated 26th 
July. 1979 maintained that its action of terminating the ser¬ 
vices of the workman was perfectly proper and justified. 

4. It appeals tint the grievance of the Bank was that 
while the workman was working in the Bank, it was observ¬ 
ed, that she was highly irregular in her attendance and she 
was in the habit of frequently remaining absent without prior 
permination and/or justifiable grounds or i casons causing 
considerable inconvenience to whichever branch she was 
posted. It also appears from the document pieduced in this 
reference that it was the case of the Bank that she had been 
advised in various memoranda to improve her attendance and 
in spite of that she did not improve. 

5. It appear^ that the talks of settlement were going on 
between the parties and finally on 8th October, 1982 a 
selt'cment was arrived at between them. The terms of the 
settlement signed by both the parties have been placed on 
record where under by way of all amounts payable to the 
workman from the date of her termination till 8th October, 
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1982, the Bank offeicd to pay and the workman agreed to 
receive a sum of Rs. 52,586.10 less an amount of Rs, 977 
being income-tax payable on the said sum. The break up of 
this amount has been given in the settlement. In view of 
this payment the workman has given up her claim for re¬ 
instatement in the service of the Bank as also her claim for 
back wages. As desired by the workman the employer has 
paid to the workman at the time of filing the present consent 
teims before this Tribunal a sum of Rs. 51,609.10 by pay 
order drawn on Union Bank of India, Bombay Main Branch 
in favour of the workman's Advocate on record, Mr. M, S. 
Udesht. 

6. The settlement was filed before this Tribunal on 23rd 
October, 1982. It is duly signed by the parties themselves 
and their Advocates. I find the settlement to be just and 
fair. 

7. T, therefore, pass an award in terms of the settlement an¬ 
nexed to this award. No older as to costs. 

M. D. KAMBLI, Presiding Officer 
[No. L~12012(48)/78-D. II(A)1 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO. 1 AT BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT No. 23 of 1978 

Smt. N. P, Bhishma . . .Workman 

Versus 

Union Bank of India .. .Employer 

MAY IT PLEASE THE HONOURABLE TRIBUNAL 

1. The woikman Smt. N. P. Bhishma and the employer. 
Union Bank of India, have settled their dispute referred to 
this Hon’ble Tribunal under the above Reference as per 
the terms of Settlement signed by them today, 

2. Both the parties agree that the said Settlement is fair 
and proper, The Bank has today made payment to the 
Advocate for the workman of a sum of Rs. 51,609,10, which 
is the net amount payable after deducting a sum of Rs. 977 
from the total amount of Rs. 52,586.10 payable under the 
terms of the Settlement. The workman admits having receiv¬ 
ed the said amount. 

3. In view of the aforesaid, both the parties jointly apply 
to this Hon’ble Tribunal to dispose of the above Reference 
in accordance with the terms of Settlement filed before this 
Hon’ble Tribunal, 

Dated at Bombay this 8th day of October, 1982. 

(M. S. UDESHI) 

Advocate for the Workman. 

(Firozo Durasha Damania) 

Advocate for Union Bank of India. 

N. P. BHISHMA, 
Workman above named, 
Sd /- 

For Union Bank of India 
Superintendent. 

Sd/- 

(Married daughter of 
Mrs. N. P. Bhishma) 

PRESENT: 

Mr. M. S. Udeshi—Advocate for workman, 

Smt. Vordcne Ran a, married daughter of workman— 
present for workman. 

Mr. S. K. Talsoma Advocate holding for Mr. F. D, 
Damania, Mr. Udeshi Advocate for workman says that the 
Bank has issued payees account pay order in the name of 


Advocate for the workman in terms of column 7 of the 
consent terms; and as stntcrt in the application. 

Settlement appears to be fair & just. Award in terms of 
settlement. 

23-10-1982. 

Sd/- 

for Central Tribunal 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL NO, 1 AT BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT No. 23 of 1979 
Smt. N. P. Bhishma ...Workman 

Versus • 

Union Bank of India .. .Employer. 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

With a view to resolve the dispute amicably and as a 
gesture of goodwill, the Union Bank of India (hereinafter 
referred to as ’the bank’) agrees to settle the case of Smt. 
N. P. Bhishma (hereinafter referred to as ‘the workman’). 

2. By way of all amounts payable to the workman for 
the period from 1st October, 1976 till 8th October, 1982 
either by way of wages/leave wages/bonus/ox-gratia payment 
or allowances, perquisites and privileges, the Bank agrees to 
pay the workman and the said workman agrees to receive 
a sunt of Rs. 52,586,10 Less an amount of Rs. 977.00 being 
income tax payable on the said sum. The break-up of 
Rs. 52,586.10 is as under:— 

(a) Encashment of 30 days privilege 

leave 

(b) Retrenchment compensation for 

25 year* @ 15 day* salary for 
each year of service 

(c) Employer’s Provident Fund Con¬ 

tribution from 1-10-1976 to 
8-10-1982 

(d) Gratuity on the basis of wage* ns 

on 8-10-1982 
Entitlement to Gra¬ 
tuity Rs. 18,195.00 

Less ; Already paid 
at the time of Aban¬ 
donment of service Rs, 8,565.00 

Total amount of Gratuity to be 
paid... Rs, 9,630.00 

(e) 3 months notice pay 

on the basis of 

wages a* on 8-10-1982 Rs. 7,505.00 

Less : Notice pay 
paid at the time of 
terminating her services Rs. 4,419.30 


Rs. 3,085.70 


Rs. 52,586.10 


(Rupees Fifty two thousand Five hundred Eighty six and 
Paise Ten only) 

3. The aforesaid amounts have been calculated on the 
basis of the salary the employee would have drawn had she 
been in the service of the Bank as on date and the work¬ 
man agrees to the settlement arrived at in clause 2 above. 

4, In view of the above, the workman hereby gives up her 
claim for reinstatement in the service of the Bank as also 
her claim for back wages from 1st October, 1976 to 8th 
October, 1982. 


Rs. 2,535.00 

Rs. 31,687.50 

Rs. 5,647.90 



gUTt TdTO- 1, 1983/^ 11, 1904 


89 


[nrrrr II—W’T J (ii) ] 


5. Irrome Tax to the tune of Rs, 977.00 is deducted from 
the full amount and theiefore, the balance amount 
of Rs. 51,609.10 only is payable to the workman and the 
woikman agrees to receive the amount of Rs. 51,609.10 by 
way of settlement. 

6. The workman hereby declares that on receipt of the 
sm'd sum of Rs 51-609.10 she does not and will not have 
any claim whatever og.iimt the employer. 

7 As desired by the workman, the employer has paid to 
the workman at the time of filing the present consent terms, 
a sum of Rs. 51,609.10 arrived at in clause 5 above, by pay 
order No. 043586 diawn on Union Rank of India. Bombay 
Main Branch, dated the 5th October, 1982 favouring the 
woikmnn’s adrocatc on record in the above matter viz. Shri 
M. S. Udcshi. 

8. The parties agiee to bear their own costs of the above 
reference proceedings. 

Dated -it Bombay this day of October, 1982. 

Sd/- 

<M. S. Udeshil 
Advocate for Workman 
Sd/- 

(Fiioze Darasha Damanial 

Advocate for 

Union Bnnk of India. 

Sd/- 

(N. P. Bhithma) 
Workman above named 
Mrs. Vandana Raman 
(married daughter of Mrs. N. P. Bhishnia) 
For Union Bank of India 
Sd/- 

Superintendent 

8 0 69—In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Acl, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov¬ 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 1, Bombay, in the industiial 
dispute betwern (he employers in relation to the manage¬ 
ment of Slate Bank Of Tndia, Maharashtra, and their work¬ 
man. which was received by the Central Government on 
the 26th November, 1982. 

BEFORE thf CFNTRAT GOVERNMENT industrial 
TRIBUNAL NO 1 AT BOMBAY 

Reference No. CGIT-31 of 1981 

PARTIES : 

Employers in ielation to State Bank of India 
AND 

Their workmen 

APPFARANCES: 

For the employer—Mr. G. G. Modak. Advocate. 

For Slate Bank of Tndia & Subsidiary Bank Employee*' 
Association—Mr. R. Rajan I’illai. Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Banking, STATE : Maharashtra. 

Bombay, dated the 291h day of October. 1982 

AWARD 

The Government of India, Ministry of Labour, bv order 
No T-12011 /17/80-D.1T.A dated 18th December, 1981, in 
exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub¬ 
section (1) of Section 10 of (he Industrial Dispute* Act, 
1947, have referred to this Tribunal for adjudication an in¬ 
dustrial dispute between the employers m relation to the 
management of Stale Bank of India and iheir workman in 
respect at the matters specified ip the schedule mentioned 
below :— 

l0S5 GI/82--12 


SCHEDULE 

“Whether the management of State Bank of Indit, Chief 
Regional Managci, Nagpur, is justified in denying 
overtime claims to S/Shri Lawate, Ingle and Desh- 
nuikh. Godown Watchmen of Khamgaon Branch 
during the period fiom April, 1969 to December. 
1972 7 If not, to what relief they aie entitled to?” 

2. The State Bank of India has got a branch at Jvham- 
gaon. The three workmen mentioned in the schedule set out 
above weie working as Godown Watchmen at Khamgaon 
bianeh during 1h$ period from Ap'il, 1969 to December, 
1972. It is not di*-pitted that it is an establishment registered 
tinder the Bombay Shops and Establishments Act. 1948 
(heteinaffer referred to ns the “Shops Act”), The provision* 
of the Shops Act are, therefore, applicable to .Kbamaacm 
branch of the State Bank of India. 

3. The three watchmen were deputed by the eniplover- 
B'ank for work a* detailed below: 

“(i) M. G. Laware was deputed to work as a Watch¬ 
man of the Godown of M/«. Bh tides Karsnndas 
& Co.; 

fii) D. J, Tngle was deputed to the Godown of M/». 
Thunjunwala & Co.; and 

(iii) S. R. Deshmukh was deputed to M/s. Thunjhnn- 
wala Rolling Mills and Engineering Works.” 

These workmen were required to work at the godowns of 
the aforesaid concerns for the relevant period. Tt is the case 
of the workmen that they were required to perform 1? hours 
duty. According to them, they were required to work over¬ 
time for four hours a day. The workmen claimed that (he 
total amount due to them on account of overtime wages was 
as follows: 

"(i) Laware : R». 12.001 8). 

(ii) S. R. Deshmukh ■ Rs. 12.568.58. 

fiii) D. T. Ingle : Rs. 10,897.78”. 

However, the Bank did not make the payment to them for 
overtime wages. They alleged that the godowns wh're Ihev 
were detailed to work were under the Municipal limits of 
Khamgaon and the provisions of the Shops Act are. there¬ 
fore, applicable. They contended in their statement of claim 
that the factum of performance of 12 hours work nor day 
is not disputed bv the Bank. They, therefore, praved that 
this Tribunal be pleased to pass an award granting (hem the 
relief in respect of the overtime wages as claimed. 

4. Tn the written statement filed on behalf of the Bank 

it was admitted that the provisions of the Shoos Act are ap¬ 
plicable. Tt was, however, pleaded that us laid down in para¬ 
graph 195 of the Labour Appellate Tribunal's decision, a 

godown watchman has no fixed hours of work and is not 

required to sign the Attendance Register in the office of the 
Bank. Tt was. thereTore, denied that the workmen arc en¬ 
titled to overtime wages as claimed. Tt was contended that 
these workmen arc entitled to godown allowance ns provided 

in clause 5 12 of Chnpter-V of the award of the T abcur 

Appellate Tribunal. They are paid rn allowance of Rs. 8 
each, Tt was. therefore, alleged that there could not be any 
question of these workmen having performed the duties in 
excess of their prescribed period ard/or thm'r being entitled 
to claim overtime allowance. It was d“nied that Ibev had 
admitted the factum of performance of overtime bv these 
workmen Tt w^s pleaded that under item 14 of Schedule IT 
of the Shons Art these workmen 'ire exempted from the 
operation of certain suctions of the Shops Act which included 
Section 14 of that Act. Tt was, therefore, submitted that no 
overtime wages are payable to the workmen and the refer¬ 
ence be disposed of accordingly. 

5. Tt is not in disnute that the Shops Act : s annb'wble to 
the establishment nY, the KhBtngnon branch of the State 
Bank of Tndia where the workmen worked. Reliance is, 
however, placed upon Section 14 read with Section 4 of the 
Shops Act. Tt is pointed out for the Bank that under item 
No. 14 of Schedule TT of the Shop* Act the workmen are 
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excluded from (he piovisions of Section 14 of the Shops 
Act. Section 1411) provides:— 

“Subject to the provisions of this Act, no employee shall 
be required or allowed to work in any shop Or com¬ 
mercial establishment for more than nine hour* in 
any day and forty-eight hours in any week.” 

It is argued on the basis of this provision read with item 
No._ 14 in Schedule J! of the Shops Act that the provisions 
regarding horns of work as mentioned in Section 14(1) of the 
Shops Act are not applicable to the case of woikmen. The 
argument is that the woikmen may be made to work for 
more than the hours of work specified in (he said section 
and because of the exemption they will not be entitled to 
claim oveitimc wage* under Section 63 of the Shops Act. 

6. Mr. Plllai, the learned counsel for the Union, submitted 
that exemption granted under Item No. 14 of Schedule If of 
die Shops Act will not be available to the Bank for resisting 
the claim for overtime work..In support of this submission, 
he relied upon the decision of tile Division Bench of the 
Bombay High Court in the case of Pcnambur Vishnumurti 
Narayan Upadhayn v. C. P. Fernandes (Vol. 58 B.L.R, 1956 
p. 799). That was a case where the employee of a bakery, 
who was a deliveryman whose work was to dehvei bread 
and loaves prcpaied by the bakery to its customer, applied 
under Section 63 of the Shops Act for payment of overtime 
wages. A contention was raised on behalf of the bakciy that 
under Schedule II, item 8 of the Shops Act the prohibition 
contained in Section 14 of the Shops Act. prohibiting the 
employer from making the employee woik beyond the limit 
of hours prescribed therein was removed as rega'ds delivery¬ 
man. It was held thnt in Spite of the above provision, if the 
employee established that he had worked overtime in any 
particular work, he was entitled to overtime wages as pro¬ 
vided in Section (53 of the Act. Their lordships observed .— 

"It is erroneous to assume that because an establishment 
is exempted from ihc provisions of S. 14 and be¬ 
cause there is no limit of work laid down with 
regard to that establishment under S. 14, therefore 
there is no limit of hours of work applyinn to that 
establishment as far as Section 63 is" con erned 
The limit of work for the purpose of S. 14 is entirely 
diffoienl from the limit of work laid down by the 
legislature for the purpose of Section 63. Whereas 
the limit of work for the purpose of S 14 is laid 
down In order to prohibit the cmployei from ir- 
quiring an employee to make him woik beyond the 
limit, the limit of work Inid down For the purpose 
of Section 63 is purely for the purpose of comput¬ 
ing overtime wages. In our opinion, therefore, if 
the employee in this case establishes that he has 
worked overtime in any particular week he would 
bo entitled to overtime wages ns provided by Sec¬ 
tion 63 M 


It was further observed in this deeixioji that the authority 
below was in error In takmg the view that because there 
was no limit of work with regard to a particular establish¬ 
ment under Section 14, therefore, there would be no limit 
of work under Section 63 and the establishment could make 
an employee work for any length of time without paying him 
overtime wages. This decision u a complete answer to the 
argument that in view of the entry No. 14 in Schedule II of 
the Shops Act the employees cannot claim overtime tor the 
overtime work under the provisions of Section 63 of the 
Shops Act. It must, however, he noted that item 14 In 
Schedule II of the Shops Act, does not say that the provisions 
in Section 63 also are not applicable to the employees of 
the establishments mentioned in item No. 14 

7. It will, thercfoie, have to be held that the workmen 
i e. the three watchmen in this reference are entitled to 
overtime wages by virtue of the provisions in Section 63 of 
the Shops Act. 

8. Mi. Modak, the learned counsel for the Bank, referred 
to the agreement dated 31st March, 1967, between the Slate 
Bank of India and its Workmen repiesented by the All 
India State Rank of India Staff Federation. Pnr a 5.12 therein 
provide* 


GODOWN AUOWkNCI 

Godovn Keepcis and Godown Watchmen to whorn the 
provisions regarding hours of woik and overtime 
do nut apply and who were excluded by the Labour 
X-’pelUde Tiihmuil in paragraphs 194 and 195 of 
its Decision dated 2Rth April 1954 shall he paid 
a Godown Allowance of Rs, 25 pci; month if he 
is a Godown Keeper and Ks 15 per month if he 
is a Godown Watchman." 

Relying upon this piovision it is contended foi the Bank 
that the Godown Watchmen aie not entitled to overtime 
wages, but to Godown Allowance only, However, i( is made 
cleat in the said parugiaph ilsclf that the piovisions regard¬ 
ing payment of Godown Allowance will be applicable to 
Godown Keepers and Godown Watchmen to whom the pro- 
vjv'ons ira-inling hours of woik and overtime do not apply. 
Now. obviously under the piovisions of the Shops Act, the 
Godown Watchmen, who aie working within the Municipal 
limit-, would be entitled to overtime wages, il llicit hours 
of woik exceed the prescribed limit. This para, therefore, 
is ol no wail to the Bank. Fven though under item No. 14 
rf Schedule II In the Shops Act, there is exemption in ihe 
case of Godown Watchmen in respect of the provisions men¬ 
tioned in column 3 of item No. 14, there is no exemption in 
iheir case in lespect of the provisions in Section 63 of the 
Shops \ct The nrovi‘iort* in Section 63 of the Shop* Act 
wi'l be avaihble lo these Godown Watchmen for claiming 
w ges foi overtime work. Under Section 63(1) of the Shop* 
Act they shall be emitted, in respect of the overtime woik, 
to wages it the late of 1-1/2 lime theii ordinny rate of 
wages. 

9. \ notice was given on 13th August, 1982 h> the Asso¬ 
ciation, t'ho espoused the case of workmen lo the Bank to 
produce cert tin documents. Th e Bank ha* now -piqduced 
ihe documents us pci that notice. One of the documents pro¬ 
duced is a letter written by the Branch Manager. Kham- 
K'on Branch on 26th April. 1973 to the Regional Manager. 
Stale Bank of India, Bombay. In that letter there is clear 
admission thnt ihe thiee Watchmen have put in overtime 
work and overtime puv e* claimed by them is payable to 
them. Ip fact the Burnrh Manage: had sought the pcrmls- 
•• on of the Regional Manager to make payment for the 
overtime work as claimed by the three Godown Watchmen 
in their statement of claim. 

> 

10., r, theiefoie, find that the management of the Sta'i 
Bmik of India, Chief Regional Manager. Nagpur, is not 
iuslifird in denying overtime claims to the three Godown 
Watchmen, I awaie, Ingle and Deshmukh. They are entitled 
lo overtime wage* as provided in Section 63 of the Shop* 
Act. 1948 

11. Mv award accordingly. No order as to costs 

M. D. KAMBT.I. Presiding Officer 
INo, I.-12012(48)/78-D.II(A)] 
N. K VFRMA, Desk Officer 
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STOTT : 

7. fretefsrfar srefsr % 3kre, ^ rere refar 

% SffcPTff fqfffW ir faffCST WRIT % sraETcRT ffiT 
14,68,0 26 ^fftr ffit f^TcT reTfcf ffil fff I 

8. re 1981-82 4>r%grr freUff 




1 - 4-81 ^ sr«rre 

1981-82 % sftore srifccprf 

are 

31-3-1982 ffit SFOTT 


1,80,25,796.00 
66,361.22 
41,33,843 
2,05,52,975.00 


[*fo ^-160l6/l/82-tTTTo =fr/ssrell] 

zto it To mx afire 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 1982 

S.O. 70.—In pursuance of section 10 of the Limestone 
and Dolomite Mines Labour Welfare Fund Act, 1972 (62 of 
1972), the Central Government hereby publishes the follow¬ 
ing report giving an account of its activities financed tinder 
the said Act during the financial year 1981-82 together with 
the statement of accounts of that year :— 

General—The Limestone and Dolomite Mines Labour 
Weitare Fund was constituted under the Limestone and 
Dolomite Mines Labour Welfare Fund Act, 1972 (62 of 
1972) which provides for the levy and collection of cess at 
a rate not exceeding one rupee per metric tonne on so much 
of Limestone and Dolomite, produced in any mine, 

(i) as is sold or otherwise disposed to the occupier of 
any factory, or 

(ii) as is used by the owner of such mine for any pur¬ 
pose in connection with the manufacture of cement, 
iron or steel, 

to promote the welfare of the persons employed in lime¬ 
stone and dolomite mines. The actual rate of levy presently 
is twenty paise per metric tonne. The proceeds of the 
cess are being utilised mainly for the improvement of pub¬ 
lic health and sanitation, provision of medical facilities, sub¬ 
sidy on housing and programmes of nutrition etc. 

2. For administrative convenience, the nineteen States and 
Union Territories of Goa and of Delhi which have Lime¬ 
stone and dolomite mines in the country, have been grouped 
into five regions and the Welfare Commissioners of the areas 
have been appointed as Welfare and Cess Commissioners for 
the enforcement of the Act and Rules framed thereunder. 

The allocation of the region is as under:— 


Si. Designation of Headquarters Name of the States 

No. the Officer and their jurisdiction 


1. Welfare Commissioner, Jabalpur 
Ministry of Labour, 

Government of India, 

Jabalpur. 

2. Welfare Commissioner, Bhubaneswar 
Ministry of Labour, 

Government of India 
Bhubaneswar. 


Madhyj Pradesh, 
Maharashtra and 
Union Territory 
of Goa. 

Orissa, WestBengal 
Assam and Megha¬ 
laya 


3. Welfare Commissioner, Allahabad 
Government of India, 

Ministry of Labour, 

Allahabad. 

4. Welfare Commissioner, Bhilwara 
Ministry of Labour, 

Government of India, 

Bhilwara, 


Bihar, Uttar Pra¬ 
desh, Jammu & 
Kashmir and Union 
Territory of Delhi 
Rajasthan, Gujarat, 
Haryana, Punjab 
and Himachal Pra¬ 
desh. 


S- Welfare Commissioner, Bangalore Tamil Nadu, Kar- 

Mi.iistf / of Labour * nataim rid Andhra 

Government of Ind'a. Pradesh. 

Bangalore 

The following welfare facilities have been provided to Lime 
stone and Dolomite Mines workers:— 

A. HEALTH Besides 12 Ayurvedic and 14 Allopathic dis¬ 
pensaries established earlier, four more dispensaries one each 
at Janagarh (Rajasthan), Chittorgarh (Rajasthan), Manal (H.P. 
and Lahari (Rajasthan) were sanctioned during the year under 
report. These dispensaires serve more than 2-53 lakhs patients - 


3.2 Grant in aid for the following purposes were also sec¬ 
tioned to the mine managements during the year under report:— 

(a) Ambulance R- 2,37,000 

(b) Chest Screening Machine * • • 

(c) Other Hospital Equipments R. 1,30,400,56 

3.3. 22 persons were provided benefits under F.ital benefit 
ana serious accident Seheme ana 17 patients were treated for 
Tuberkculosis 41 beds were reserved for T.B. patients in different 
regions. 

EDUCATION:- 

Under the scheme of aw .rd of scholarships to sons and 
daughters of limestone and dolomite workers, an amount of 
Rs. 1,33,055 lakhs was paid as scholarships to 1776 students.- 
Out of these 336 were in Bhilwara, 17 in Banglore, 297 in 
Jabalpur and 16 in Bhubaneswar end 110 in Allahabad. 

HOUSING: 

5. During financial year 1981-1982, 646 houses were sanc¬ 
tioned under Type I , Housing Scheme, 132 houses were con¬ 
structed during the year under report and 130 houses were 
sanct ioned under Bui Id Your Own House Scheme and 27 houses 
have been completed during ] 981-1982. 

RECREATION: 

During the year under review 9 cinema projectors 'and 8 
"Radio Sets were sanctioned for providing at different places. 

61 In addition, grants-in-aid amounting to Rs. 1629-80 
was sanctioned to the Welfare Centres maintained by the diffe¬ 
rent managements and an amounts of Rs. 56,207. 44 w :s sanc¬ 
tioned for tournaments, social and cultural activities in diffe¬ 
rent regions. 


WATER SUPPLY: 

7. During the period under report for water supply seheme 
a final instalment amounting to Rs. 14,68,026 was 
sanctioned to the management of different quaries in different 
regions. 


8. Statement of account for year 1981-1982 
Opening Balance as on 1-4-1981 Rs. 1,80,25,796.00 

Receipts during 1981-1982 Rs. 66,361.22 

Expenditure Rs. 41,33,843 

Crossing balance as on 31-3-1982 Rs. 2,05,53 975.00 

[F.No.Z-16016/1/82-M-V.W.II] 
T.D.SALHOTRA, Under Secy. 
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Trhmr rrihr 

Tf 1 ’TTRr), 1983 

*Bf• so- 71 .—1frufR (wrfHr/t kmur ark fW- 
fh) 3,firfjnrcr, 19 G 3 (1963 rr 22 ) m rift 7 rrtct 
RRTR Tffffffft TT TffTff ^rr, RRrTt RTRRT t?TRRRTO 
jfsrf Tre Rkrer (^-fw) nr fn 53 - 1 - 16 , rrttt^t 
( re, *r*Hiwre, g7wWrg--‘2 , rtT frRfrrfRR Rrt % 

yRTRRR w, fHR arf^rer^r -£ *rr -rf- ^ Rtf rr arafR ^ 
fntr 1 | ('--'-id f RffT 5 — 1 

1 rh RffR rtt? tt rrt ark 

2 ^rrei Em *nii , wz $\z tfre 1 

[11 5(s)/82-{ snf TTtr? f iff J 

MINISTRY OF COMMFRCE 

New Delhi, the 1st January, 1982 

h.O 71.—In e\ei use of the powers confeued by Sec 
tton 7 of the Export (Quality Contiol and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963) (he Central Government hereby tecog 
nists for a penod of one year M/s, Pest#Mortem (India) 
Pvt ltd, 53 1-16, Mckavttu St, lagunnaikpur, Kakinada 2, 
as tin agency foi the lumigation of following items — 

1 De oiled Rice Btcm, and 

2 Crushed Bones, Hooves nnd Homs 

rNo 5(3) /82-EJ&EP) 

WIW 

WTo tjpfo 72-RFR TfffRtR s 4Wr ff.fRTTRTfaT 
RSF tRFT TT fnfffa R ’JT TRrfaeV fuRRH RF 
fufiSTR t, mffff HTn %f f-RT Tfah -t fTRPi 

(TRTfHre fTRetH RF faTtem) ffft)R 1964 % fffiqR 
11 % Rh-fuRR (a) t"i WTlRRF HFR *FTF 
% RrfRTR ngra % senre rtri tf rf 2287 

RFJ'RT 2 6 3JR, 19 82 % Tiffin RFR T ’THTH, RTR 
2, CRT-3, ^-la? (ii) RFW 2 6 3JR 1982 % 
fffpTf’fn’ fTT RC A , 

*TF RT“, REFT % GRTR if RTFFTT STR TT 
^-iTHl'R fRR T RTrF -Jff R*ff SRfTTRT R RritR WF 
^SUR RTR RCt R f3pT>. HRR RRTfRT RTR Ti 
RRTRRT fft, 

flV RRi TPTRff TR RfRRT HRRr TT 12 ^RTf, 

19 82 TIT S-f#T5ff 4FT fl fff RT, 

%t\X %'sTrR R3 TRv R HTh TFT IFTTR Tt RRRT 

r srrer hW «rt r rrirt qc faRn f-Rir t , 

TTR m, %?SIR RC^TT:, fRR)R fR^WtiTr qftqr 
R RfTRUt TCR % R5RTR ^-RRf R? ’HR flTR R T f¥ 
MTCR R fRRTR 5RIRIT R fRTTR 1 fRT frqp e^tri 
flTRTRR ffl'r RrfkfiR ? fdRTR (RRlf-Rffi (RReTR 


Rf T fdRMR) RfjfnR 19 6 J (l-tfc.3 TT 2’) fi 
Uf-Tf 6 sRJI 5PCR RkhRI n P-TTR TCR l? 1 - 

(1) ffTffgfRR R-rer t fRRfR R 

i;R f'T^i'RPif R Rtfr?l 7 fR , 

(2) RR^ T> r’E fRRTR (kkr?RR) fRRR, iyu 
T> STRRT ’ 1 f'P'cTR T 3TT ff RI fRTfSRttl R 
tr rtt- % R frfRi?re ^rer ? rt 
fRRTR R TR TR J-fTf f : rprtr ^fRT 

(3) fi^Td ir/ r ^ RRT.-rijcr rrrr-'t ftrt fuqfR 

fRT.LTOT qfrq-fRTm iTTfRRT TiC RR fr, fltfr 

Ri RTRR'I R7T RRT ^ f | R f~|RT 3TTRR 
fRfRRm 1 r i[ Ri-ifnr rri ? vr 

(4) TTRRt^lR SRPlfT R- sff^TR 5ap rrtT r 
fRRH TR RR RP RfRfTO R,TR| f -,-R ^7 

fT 3RT R1R [RRIR (TRlf-RRl fdRRR rU 
fRT'lR'JT) RfatRRR, 19(3, ( 1 9 (, L 1 RT 2 ) 
Tl tRM 7 % RUk r RifRT R1 RT^mRlRi 
RfdR^n R R fRRr TT STR R17T fTRT 
RUT ?R RT5TT 'i 1 RRrfT-RR R FR fT R5P 
fRRl ,,,1 >)Ttpi r ^ 377 ; fRvfSRyf R RRfdR 
7ml T 1 t RTR fRRfa RHR g 1 

2 CR WT^T T! TRt Rl RTR '^-RTR, RR3I R,R 
RT RRiJ RTR RTPT f+R RR ffFR flT % RITRrRT 
R^RT W fRRTT 9- 1 RTR RRt gpfi I 

3 TR RlRRT, R, ‘RSF ^R 7 ’ R 4 RidR R RR\ 
22 Hirer erf Tr Ulfrer RpTT (Iri Tli RTR-TTR 

RTR RfRRR | fRRR T RRtR RT^i TTRl R ^TRT K 
fRRR 1 0 flHTRTR Ttfi/^fr Ritt 2 Rr TTRTTR 
5RTT RTR RRTR' TRTR T1 FRRr FlRl $ 1 

4 Rg; rirw T Rl q ,7 ^ Rq,puT?r tt Rrfw % 
RRR RTRT I 

Lr e 6 ( 9)/81-fo RTfe nUTioTtojJ 

ORDER 

S.O. 72—Whereas foi the development of the export 
(radc of India cettam proposals foi snbjecfnig Pressure 
Cookers to quality conliol and inspection puot to export 
were published as icquired by sub rule ( 2 ) of itile 11 of 
the Expoit (Quahly Control and inspection) Rules, 1964 in 
the Gazette ol India, Putt II—Section 3—Sub-section ( 11 ) 
dated the 26th June, 1982, undci the Ordei of the Gov 
ernment of Indm in the Ministry of Commeiue No SO 
2287 dated 26th Tunc, 1982 , 

Mid whereas (he objections and suggestions were invited 
hom all persons likely to be affected thcieby within 45 days 
of the publication of the said Older in the Official Gazette, 
And whereas the copies of the said Gazette weie made 
available to the public on the I21h July, 1982 , 

\nd vvheieas ihe ol>|ectiOns and suggestions lccuved iioin 
the public oil the said drafi proposal hup been consideied 
by the Central Government ; 
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Now, theiefo.e, the Cential Government, aftei consulting 
the Export Inspection Council, being ot opinion that it is 
necessary and expedient so to do tor the development of 
e\pc t tiade of India, in exeicise of the powers conferred by 
section 6 of the Export (Quality Contiol and Inspection) 
Ac>, 1963 (22 of ,1963), hereby— 

(1) notifies th it the Pressure Cookeis thuil be subject 

to inspection prior to expoit : 

(2) specifics the type of inspection in c.onl.mce with 

the expoit of Pressuie Cookeis (Inspection) Rules, 
19S3 as the type of in paction which would be 
applied to such Pressure Cookeis piior to export: 

(3) lecogmses National and International Standaids and 
standards of other Bodies recognised by Export Ins¬ 
pection Council as the standard specific itions for 
the Pressure Cookers : and 

(4) prohibits the expoit in the couise of International 
Trade of Pressure Cookeis unless the same is ac- 

. cempamed by a certificate issued by any one of- 
the Agencies tecognised ir established under sec¬ 
tion 7 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspec¬ 
tion) Act. 1963 (22 of 1963) to the effect that the 
consignment of Pressure Cookers satisfies the condi¬ 
tions testing to its.inspection and ,s exportworthy. 

2. Nothing in th's Order shall apply to the expoit by land, 
sea or air of honafide samples of the Pressure Cookers. 

3. In ihs Older, “Piesxuie Cookers" means .my pressure 
cocking vessel of cap..city fiom 4 litres upto and including 
22 litres toi use with external heat sources capable of main¬ 
taining vvoikmg steam" pressure of 1.0 kgf/cm-. 

4 This Older shall come into force on the (Jute ot it* 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

{No. 6,9)/81-L-l&rPl 

*f>fo fao 73.— 4 fara mrr". frafa (rarfafa 
frarar faz fraram) fafafara, i 963 (1963 99 

22) fa 'cTFf'i 7 §T<r TT?T fafafa 99 99T9 m4 
§TT, farafaffaf FTTH THTHi f, HfacT — 

1. (l) Hfam TFT fa 7 jrnTd :--fT frafa f.f 
Hfam TFT THT fra frafa (ffafaw) fam, 1983 

( 2 ) 3 TETTer 4 STTfSTT fa' dlflf fif TTcT fa4 I 

2. 9ffarmifa— Vf fmfa if, m <TT fa 4m 

if ram farfra h fa; — 

(t) “fasrfam” 4 fmfa (raifafar fam-T 

f'TfW) fafamfa 1 963 ( 1963 

99 2 2) fafaifa I, 

(fa) “fawm 4 fasrfam far hft 7 4 wh 
'^sffa http- grrr nraf, rarsRcrr, fafafa 
fmfr faz ran? 4 raiffa fa4ra:fa if 4 
Tr rarar tft farf mra farmT fafafa 
1 1 

(t) "shin: fra” 4 4 fam 4 fam 22 fam 

TT 99 TTlTdr 9THT tfar fatf mr-9ra -TP? 

| farrar ram wrwt r ~rar 4 fm 
| fm4 1.0 fa 4mm FT/rampT 


TifamH efF9 TFT HTW FIT 99 STTdT 

farm I I 

3 . fafram 99 wrap rar srfw- ( 1 ) fmfa 
% fra m-fam rra fra 99 fafafaw Hf far4 % 
famp- if fam ramr fa 4 faafam tv sri~r 6 4 
ram fa-fam http - sm mrar rft fafafafa % 
ram fa rafa Trf^m far mrarmm tppt m 
faqfa frafam 5 ft ramrinra rar fmfa 

% HITT, tra fifaf % fra 9TTT faff Tiff % T9 

4 1 

qrr vfr 

( 9 .) ra gf-Tfam ra% fa fafrafa far fafarr 
4 farm. fam 3 4 ra-fam 2 ( 91 ) % 
rafa mfasr-1 4 fafafam famra T^rfafr 
fTzrg’ir f=4r t-t rarvT fvm mm | , 

,(m) fam 3 4 ra-fam 2 (5a) % ramTnfa 
ra fafrsm % rnmF' ra, 

9T 

( 9 ) 4t4t 4 s' ft 1 

( 2 ) 4m frar 4 fafvamr 4 fa4 faasmr tt 
farnfafam faf4r 4 4 4rf 99 . qr trt ram 
smr# rnrmr, min :— 

(t) Tfamr Tmfrar faraw:— 

(i) raf mf Rfa{T r JT vttt fm% qrm 
TTrra-i 4 ?iT<9fT srfaTrra rarfrar 

faram TT sraPET |, fadTTF 

4 fraram Tfara 9.4 rarar ramr 1 

* 

(ii) faTTfr fafrera mfaraT fafmfa 
p.ra 4 Trr% Tr raa Tzm rat qf 
fratfafr ramr fa 91=9199 4 fam 
qqrfafr faraw rafa qArrarra T9 
4 TT9 W' r far I 1 

(fa) qfammfa 7 famm- - 

4rf fa fafmfa ^ 99 . 49 (qr) 4 fqfqfam 
mzfWAi 99 rar far t’-tt fa 9 ? ^94 
frafa fajf ra4 9 tf qfanfa 99 fafa fa 
mfmra 4r ffaAfa 4 (44 4m fa 95 
fafaraT TFT 4 fafa frar mr^qT fa m4 
sTTO Tqffapq Tc9T9 mfafam fa STPJ 6 
4 raftr fasrq ?p;tr j-fF mmiT mra 
faffafa 4 ra*"9 | 1 

( 3 ) farafafaff q-faqr 4ra frar 4 ffaramr 
faz mrFT 4 fat mr-Trt m4fa, mfr:—- 

(i) 4ra: frfa 4 frafa m4 99 faf 
frattrafa m99 4 hi ra4 4 mrnrsr fa^nr 



[*ii r i* ir nrr ji n )j 


*li^=T 0 TT'TT HqT-ft I 1 l lS l/'ft'T 11 tool 



fgfgg ^<t ir ttt gf ? pgr gggt r *~ t:t 
fg fgrfg g ftP-tt fggfg ghm g tttft 
ggr Tygm figgirTT gr fa mg tt ff 
fafgarsn ft ^fpit tt fr ft ft ttPttp't 

TT VTT faFF fT TF dT-fFTT ( 2 ) t pt 

(t) m w? (tt) tt ttti nfr r gggp 
ffPT<T«I ~*t FT I 

(ii) g? 3Hi ftt gg-rr fr tt-h tFt fgnem 

% fFT gf-TT IT TprfT'T TT TTT I 

4 

(iii) iT-f-m (2) % (t) t gggTfrg 

trpTTT 3T r r fafafgg gnfar f fggfa T'fFT 
fggfarfr fft gggr f grg tt ft tfjft 
t^ft fr fggfa % (ft m rfgg ft 7 

tt fafggTT tttts-I g gfg rfgg ggfgfr 

f-fTTF TT 5TTTF T T f f-pgi FTT f, gt T 

t^tf 3H vmnH % Ftt gfafaTF tt -jkt 
, 6 % gfrg ffttt tft f?P tt f t fr *mrrm 

Tt m T 7f TT I i 

(iv) *r? (iii) 't gsfrg spgg tt-tt ttt t tY'T tj tt 
fafggfaT % gf”p g 'ptf r 'iff grg g 
tt g tt 3 fag ttf gfagr tft gfggpg 
f grgfgg g T?g grgt giffg i 

(v) fggfaggf gf*nr 7 g tt gfarg tt fftt 

Tjrrg ttf qggrg fg^ ft tft i 

(vi) g? (ii) tt tt (iii) f gfiT nggr ftt 

TlFFT ITFT jft'f TT gfairrir — 

(T) TT-fTTT (2) % TT (T) T gg>F 
gfalfatf TTTf TP T fafgfgg 
TfTTTT TT fTT?T Tft TFT fTT?TTTT 
TT TTr T FTFT TT TTTTPT TT %% 

tt fa fafggfa gr gfagr t fp tt 

FTT T TTTTT-I % TTJR fTT TT 
TT^T TTrfTTT f-TTTT'T TT TTfT fTTT 
ft TtT TT TTT T Tf>TT §PT 
TTTt fTT TT frTTr, Tf? TT? ?T, 
TT TTTT fTTT t TT TT TfT fTT % 
TlTT TT TTTWT T T T fcr TTTT-TT 

Trtr t-ptt fp iprr fT^i tt tttt 

fTHf-T TFT ft I TTrPr Tf*TTTT TTfTT 
fTTtWrf TPT TT TfTfTTT Tfgr fp 
farfTgtT T^gn qp tt^t fTTTnr 

TT TTFT ftTTT TTT t TTT Tc'TK 
TT'TTT TFT fafgfwT % W^T |, 

gtT 

(T) TT-fTTF ( 2) TT Jg-if (*j) ^7 gTTT 

TTT TTT TTTT TPT fafrfgPT TTTTTT 


TT fiTTT T TIT fTTTTTTt gt TTT 

g t‘T 7 * pf tt fTpanr tt gf^ifTTT 

r”T iff Tfr^; g ifgi fy gF-fp ?T 
TTT 'TT % fTT TFT V TFT frflPTT 
T g^-r( | 

(vii) (r) TT T'Tl gf-TT-'T Tl'T T>Tl Tf TIT 
fp f-TTiTrT? f-TTt'T T^TT T T TTP 
Tf-n % ’Tf)T f'PFTT Pp T?'t- 
TT'T % fgf fg^FT TTT I T^lfT, 

•P 

ifg Tgg ff-RPPT Tip T rr TT i i 
_ gfiir-g jig Trfrg f-n titti 

(<T) fgrrciUT !fr TTTf r T T TSTTT TfTT 7 T 
F^^'T f' T%TT TT TT nfg T t, j ~T 
'tl. 'f>TT f'T TT' T^rfsTT i?T TTT 
fr, ggrdTT TTTT T STrTlifT 'TTT fp^T 
TT gT'TT | I 

it) t>tw gTTt^T'i ?'t tm tt ttt t, 
tTt fTTp-pTf ftt gi£ ft 
pgg tt tb’tt tft i^tt i 

(t) fg grggr ir, tttIt, f'lTTTTTT w?Tt- 
TfT % ftgf gfrg ttt -tt fttp 
gftTSTTT I 

(viii) Tfg gfr^FT tt ggrgrg ft titt & fr 
ttp ^tt't tt T^gg ?g fggg'T % gafg 
gfgm tt ■jn ttitt ? tt tt fgrt^nr 
tt ggTfg t grg fggr t fTTfTTTr 

TT TF TTTTT T^T TTTg-TT ^irpfr 

gf tt fm gfgg fgqtg nn ^ 

i 

gr^ ttt TfgTTT tt ggpjTg gn n tttt ^ 

TTT TT TT'T gTT fTTT TT TTT T-ifj T W 3TT 
rgg i r-n ^T tf Ffg-giT gpr t^tt i 

i grngrTFT fm tt fggTrgi ttf -jtftt 
gfTTi — 

gpfftT tttt grgr (TTTgg fg^T) gfgfgTT, 

19 5 2 ( 1 9 5 2 TT 3 6 ) gFTfT gTTT gpTT (TRTgg 
fg^T) fTTT, 1 95 5 TTT gRTtT FTTT FPTT 
(ggrgg fg^T) flfnig, 1 95 5 % gggg TWT 

^tt't t 7 fgriT g gmgr tft fg 7 ? tt 
ggr ggrT tV gfgiiT t ftt g ttt ggg ~tt 

ft FT TTT n;p fgfTi P-f J.f't 3, tn F-, 

3 % Wcfr-T Ttf gr fgfTgg gfr f+tgr ftt^t i 
5 fg^'ra-rg Tr «TTg -gg fgnfT t ggrg fgff- 
arg fTfggfrr t tt sft gfTg 7 ! t 7 Pttt giggr 
g£T gffsTg gV fgffsrg % ftg gr^-rf gfsry r rr 
Tggirg 11 



9 a 

G. f^ff-ST-TT TFR NrTRRN, 'TN’PH RT 
RfR Ntr 9RFRRT- 

srf-T R^FT ^RRER 21) ^RR (TfR ^RR) R RHTR 
7 £R jDTr 

(1) urmfoR tuNtt fNNR rrrt 

g-RT Nr?R % Nr f^f^firrT sfp. WPRfRR 

RRT fRRR 3 % TR-faRR ( 1 ) ( 2 ) R’R ( 4 ) 

R7 CrrsTR TY f^RRTR TF*R % Nr RFWT % 

cffFT "TER N:3FT T 0 . 2 % Tf gr El 
( 2 ) RTTfiRT RNrtET TRrNsf faRRH RTTT 

gm farfsrPTT hN srotu faRfemfoir tft 

fERfn % Nr ■RFlfER RET fREE 3 % RR 
fERR (4) % 3TTETF fhfteW % Nr 
faNfaTT W&jvfl % EfE-'TN?T Nw^p *FR % 
'0.3% Rw R 7 E I 

( 3 ) aUTTRt NTfaTANf 3FT fETfE % Nr 
srFrfTE cr-arr Nte 3 % tt-Nee ( 3 ) % 
wrsrR. i ' 1 fa^wrr t Nr ftftflm TEjm 

R T>T npRT N:s[?T R"T % 0.4% Tf 
*F % I 

( 4 ) TRifr 3 tt At n^r sfAf At ETfsrR ettttt A 

<TRT RT WT NfEEN RTTT % ET R 

•o 

TfiFftfR - NfNlfwf 3RT faufa % NR 
•STFlfTE TTRsff AN PRRT 3 % TT-NTR 

(i), ( 2 ) ttt ( 3 ) 3: wstf ■r fRFNur 
«pN % Nr stceNr 305 ?^ % rtt-we 

fr.SRP R*T % 0 18 % TO 0 . 36 °/ ^ 

RT A I 

7 . REFT : 

( 1) fRq-ir 3 % RffTT ENt t, E JRT TROT TT 
3TRt 3133 T SNR A cRNt 0^3 ER% 
3TTT rA TFR Tf RERi ERE jflA % RR 
fgrff R7 'RfER RR A RFT AN arfaTEf % 
fEREE ARE 5pt El %'TTE JR37F TFT EfNr 
fRRT RT E%ET, REN TF R%Rr | 

( 2 ) Nete Ire ArfE efttt wr if A er 

if ER RT fRErf ET-RTRFT RFEETE I 

( 3 ) < ?'T B T ET RERfA AN if E>fr I 
( 4 ) WEN, srnsr ?TT k. f^fff % fffiR 
farn gf RTR^fr 1 

RfR.RTRT RRTfRfr fRRRR : 

f33fR % Nr srrtrfRTT rsr f^Rf Ri wtNrV 
NN^fm RRT, R'TrW-2 if fRfrfRF f^iTT % TTTf 
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RT, fqffmfR % farfRR RT.tfr TTf9TRfRNR NROTTRT 
RRF RT% f^fiEgg ipf RTRRr 1 

i w* a\ TjTfr otwi rrt ^TRiRt nr fm®r ■ 

(r ) ftfRtrNr rrrr Nr ^rrR RFfr Rmifi rt 
RRRPT T?r N^TRlNr R«rr RJTRRRff 

fRT=TR f^-RTRff R7f RRTfRF RR?f JR, RT 

fRFRTTT rFrrNr TRRr I 

. (r) Tfr-RR RTffiff 5(7 TTrsqr RT RT R!T NN^RT 

rtV irfeTwr rt rtFr rtr ^r rfirr 
RT 'RTdFT RRiFTR RTRT RT Rif RfiWT 
RRTR-RR % R Rfif Tf, Rif NFf^f if FFf 
R-T'TTR TT RTR RT't % TRR RfRT RTTR 
if if RRRT T7f fRRfiTR RTR 37T RR'T'V I 
RRTFT % 'TTRsT'R RffrRRR %\ 7 J 5 RT 
RcRlfTR R'TR % NR RfR RTRRf R R RR 
if apR RR: ttN RT RTRRf I 

(it) TtN rN TT'Fff RT f'FRTFT TfN RTf^nr, 
'TifoRTT RRRT RFRT % RRRF RT f^NNff 
if TRiFTTr RfRftRT RTR % Nr NTT RTRRT I 

(R) fT^TTR TT rN^TT Nr RTT ^7 RTTTRTRTfR 
RF RT,frf7T RfR RT RTTRT % RRR-RTR R 
Nr TRi RFfrtF RIR RT RTTTT % fTRITR 
47 Nr “RTfiRR RafrTTT ?fTRr? RTRRf I 
(?■) FFTTR fTRR'JT R irT-T if RRRR rNR'T 
SRTfiRT ^R if T'TTT TTRRr I 

rNtt Nrrr : 

(r) Nf'TRtRr Mrrtr RT NF-RTR rNttN r 
f-TR FftRF rNtt FyNN 'rNrNR 

rNt 1 

(tj) srfspRT fRfTFT ir ttFtrjFrt rNttr’i RT 

fRRfaRT RTR % Nr WRY; RT ■JRR-’.’Rf Rf 

TRF-T RfRtTTR jRff I 

(it) NWrq rc fNp'Tt % tNtr rrrt fTRRRT 

3f,T rttfr r t r % Nr rr'M 5rN s r<a 'fstt 
^trht I 

3 . ^RcRTR fTRR'R : 

(r) rtrr NT-rfm % tttrt j ^rp? rt Rfr?TF 
rN % Nr fMNrNr r rtr rt rt yt-iN 

FTSTT ’jfRRTR jfRT RT RRRf RJR R3T RT: 
RRff 3TRT RRf RfRRTR hRRTTR % I TR% 

Nr RR'f r -T NflNf R'RT 3TTRRT I 
(ig) RTfWR R Nr RRTT ('R?f Rjf Rf R^Nt 

f(T) rNrNT TRTTF RT RTtrrff a Ntt I 
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(g) srcftg sjfv gfg gfag-ftm ftfrarg 

gfg g^ft % snjgn: gft gii^r i 

4. grg-'rsfg fgg?pg: 

ggrreg sfk ft spjgg ftsrf g*n gggwf 

gV 'tnf>T7; grg gr gggg snjgg'ffcrg fg.gr grgrr un 
gfgftsr,?jH w£ %gg if rt grftg i 


5. ifr^STT fftwg: 

(^) TOK gft fttgift gftftgfggr * irffT^T 
stvtt^t if ggfsm *?rft % fftti fgTggftrr 
sht aaftftgn fgfgfig gfftgifgg fan grift i 
(ig) gprra ftTpgng gfa gfgg^g ftfgi % ftlxrg 
g^ ggir ft -rft^forTW ^rr gnrgr i 
$. ftfftg fgggg : 

ggggg ggrr? 4 f%^r % fan ftrfftfg gfrr'f.fgg 

fggr srnTrrr i 

ggpra 1 2 


fggfrg%7Trc 


■rg gft fgftggni 

flrwfg 

gftWFf 

g^gr gpf.tr 

gfe gmr 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(s) 

l, g^ qft gift grgftt gfa ftgggi 

(%) grsjg fgftwg (sdpftiRf 
sftt fqftgg gfijg) 

ggfarg $r fair grggr - 
stth grgg; fgftgsFff % 
w^rrc 

5T?$ip 


(u) g^wrift gffff ftrgrti 

( i ) **ft 

mftgg % fftiT grgrrsrRT 

grggr fgfafwf % gggir 

gTg^rfta-g g4g°fi % grair 
gg fgfggg fogr am^gr 

sT?ftv gfe 

( 2 ) g-g 

spftgg % fgq grgerrgFfr 
hth* fgfafwf % gijgn: 

ggtig 

SRftV Hite 

(g) gigVftfgftCTT 

ggftgg % fan gr-ggnrT'g 
gnr^ fgfafwf % g^STR 

ggtgg 

Wfftqr gfc 

2 . fgfafftg ftgrg; ggr gg 

(g) grsjg fgftsrg (grftgft 
g"lr f#rg gf?g) 

ggtgg % fgq gpggTsrrgT 
gjgg fgfgfsft % snjgn: 


— 

(gr) g?gwnft gf?g fagrrf 

(l) ggftggg 

gg'rgg % fgg gpggrsTFrr 
grgg fgfgJtff % g-rgrr 

gfg^fW sr^rg % mannc 
qr fgfogg ftigr ^gr 1 

sTfftgj gfj 

( 2 ) g»g 

sgrgg % fftq grggrgnH 
gm fgfftftsff % snjgrT 

gTg%f«ig g^gg % grffR 
gr fgfHg fagr grggi 1 

gg'tfg 

3 . g*i*gg 

(g:) ^rfarft vhx fafgg 
(gr) gfrerg 
( l ) aifggr gftsrg 

snftgg % fnr m*ftfisn*g 
grgg fgftmff % g^gn; 
gg'm % fag gpggrgr^ 
grgg fgfgsfalr ftr g^grr 

gfftgi — 

J% |1X fgrff % fgrr 50 
f^rf ir ft irg: gV< fqzgt 
ftt| % ffrftf gr ?g% 
gpt % fftir gfft 509 
ft ft n^ 

( 2 ) grggRgftarg 

ggfgg % fgg gr^grragg 
grg=p fgfgfgr % g^gR 

ST? 

wl *" 


1085 GI/82—13. 
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(0 ( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 

(4) 

(5) 

( 3 ) JJI! ITI TTtW 




(b) T?T fF f IPf % fiq 
(’l) J’bff % fl? fraptf 

it? % 

vith % fitr vpiirwi 

fTTIB flf-TIlf K Vim 

1 1 

(1) sfi in 2000 ipff 
IB % I?TKT % fT'T 

(2) ifi vr? 2001 it 
10,000 ivf ib % 

51 3 HTH BT 4 % 

fV ITTT-CI DT 2 % 



(3) vfr vr? 10,000 ivf 
i vFib Teirpr % 
ftrcr 

$I IcVTII BT 1 % 

(4) iti fiim 
fiqairii 'pctnr 

snfru % f tt wiuvri 
vtib f<fT?jft % vim 

(b) vft it? 2000 iif 

IB % IcTRI% fur 

fmrTTiBT 10% 



(»S) vfi vr? 2001 it 
10,000 Ilf IB 
V?TTII % FlI 

fllfTRIBr 5 % 



(l) ifl IT? 10,000 Ilf 
% von. icTrn % 
fttT 

f i Tnrw bt 2 % 

(5) »mr -?ti fum 
ii % Frt ttW't 

JTiftiri % fltr VFTITSmi 
itib fiFTfsff % 


f 1 grrnti bt 1 % 

( 6 ) finite iti c rcre, 7 rr r 


’ 


(b) 

t vitu ^ f rt VPTTTIRI 

ifl 100 ^Blt jf Stc;b 


(fj) j^Tf^ficr 
fWif ?r)| % 

vtib Fififlt B 

(1) Jffi m? 2000 n't 
1 ^ B ifirii % f : Tq 

Vlfo 5 00 g^Ff 
if I I? B 



(2) ifl IT? 2001 Ilf 
vU 10,000 Ilf It 7 
% sum % Fitt 

TRIB 7 00 fB’ff 
if if TTB 



(3) srfi it? 10,000 iif 

V vflB JTTTTIB F-TR 

5 T?IB 1000 ^BTf 
if fftTB 

(7) «mr % Rifi 
(snft Bft WPT 
it) 

% f=Pi vdw 

sn'm $> fi? in^iariFa 

Vi ib fifiivf % njirr 

afi 500 fiFf it ivi 


( 8 ) Fbii vrfri 

TfTIIT B fatr 
iffm 
^ ft) 

sreftai % r-R. murm 
vhb firi^TVff b vim 

•o 

sffl 100 IfBTf if ?T Uf, 



[l<3ir 6(9)/si-f° ^ fo'fi'oj 
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S.O. 73. —In exercise of the powers confcried by 
section 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules, namely:— 

1. (i) Short title and commencement.—These rules may 
be crdled the Export of Pressure Cookers (Inspection) Rules, 
1983. 

(ii) Thev Shall come into force on the date of their publi¬ 
cation in the Official Gazette, 

2. Definitions_In these rules, unless the context other¬ 

wise requires; 

(a) "Act” means the Export (Quality Control and Ins¬ 

pection) Act, 1963, (22 of 1963); 

(b) “Agency” means any of the agencies established 
at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin, Delhi and Madras 
or any other organisation recognised by the Central 
Government under section 7 of the Act; 

(c) “Pressure Cooker" means any pressure cooking vessel 

of capacity from 4 litres upto and includng 22 
litres- for uve with external heat sources capab'e of 
maintaining working steam pressuic of 1.0 kgf/ 
cm 2 . 

3. B:sis and procedure of inspection.—(1) Inspection of 
Presjuie Cookers intended for export shall be carried out 
w>th a view to seeking that the sime conforms to the speci¬ 
fications recognised by the Central Government under sec¬ 
tion 6 of the Act i.e. National atyi International Standaids 
and standards of other bodies recognised by Export Inspection 
Coun <il, as the standard specifications for fh« Pressure 
Cookers. 

either 

(a) by ensuring that during the process of manufactuie 

the inpiocess quality control drills as specified in 
Annexmc-I. under sub-rule 2(a) of rule 3 have 
been exeicised; 

or 

(b) nn the basis of inspection carried out in accordance 

with sub-rule 2(b) of rule 3 ; 

or 

(c) by both. 

(2) Any one or both of the following schemes of inspec¬ 
tion shall be adopted for pressure cookers, namely:— 

(a) Inprocess Quality Control 

(’) Any manufacturing unit having adequate in process 
quality control as per Annexure I shall apply to 
the nearest office of the Agency, 

(ii) Export Inspection Agency shall then arrange a 
visit to the manufacturing unit and assess as to 
whether an effective inprocess quality control 
system is operating satisfactorily, 

(b) Consignment-wise inspection.—Any manufacturing 

unit not satisfying the requirements specified in 
clause (a) shall offer to any agency their export 
consignments for inspection which shall he done 
to ensure that the products manufactured by ft 
conforms to the specifications recognised by Cen¬ 
tral G u :ii , ndcr section 6 of the Act. 

(3) The following procedure shall be followed for inspec¬ 
tion and certification of pressure cookers, namely:— 

(1) Any exporter intending to export pressure cookers 
shall give intimation in writing of h : s intention so 
to do and submit alongwith such intimation a de¬ 
claration of the specifications giving details of all 
technical characteristics as stipulated in the Export 
contract relating to such export to any of the 
Agencies to enable it to eairy out inspection in 


accordance with clause (a) or clause (b) or both 
the clauses of sub-rule (2). 

(ii) He shall at the same time endorse a copy of such 

intimation foi inspection to the office of the Coun¬ 
cil. 

(iii) For export of products manufactured by units ap¬ 

proved under clause (a) of sub-rule (2) the exporter 
shall also submit alongwith such intimation a de¬ 
claration that the pressure cookers intended for ex¬ 
port ha 8 been manufuctuied by exetcising quality 
control as laid down in Annexure I and the con¬ 
signment conforms to the requirements of the speci¬ 
fications recognised under section 6 of the Act tor 
this purpose. 

(Iv) Eve r y intimation end declaration under clause (iii) 
shall reach the office for the Agency and the Coun¬ 
cil not less than 3 days prior to the despatch of 
the consignment from the manufacturer’s premises. 

(v) The exporter shall also furnish to Ihe Agency the 

identification marks applied on the consignment. 

(vi) On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 

clause (ii) or clause (iii), the Agency- 

fa) in the case of an exporter exporting products 
manufactured by units app-oved under clause (a) 
of sub-mlc (2) on satisfying itself that during 
the process of manufacture the unit h s exercs- 
ed adequate quality contiol as provided under 
Annexure I and followed the instructions, if any, 
issued by the Council in this regard, sha 1 within 
three days issue a certificate declaring the con¬ 
signment of pressme cookers as exporlwo ihy. 
However, the Agency shall ensure th.ough perio¬ 
dic inspections that adequate controls aie exer¬ 
cised at the manufacturing premises, and pro¬ 
ducts conform to the recognised specification; 
*nd 

(b) in case of exporter exporting products manufac¬ 
tured by units falling under clause (b) sub-rule 
(2) shall carry out inspection of pressure cooker* 
with a yiew to ensuring that the product con¬ 
forms to the specifications recognised for the 
purpose. 

(vii) (a) The exporter shall supply free of charge for 
inspection and testing samples of pressure cookeis 
from export consignment as and when required by 
the Agem y. Such ’Samples, however, shall be re¬ 
lumed by the Agency after the inspection is done. 

(b) After completion of inspection the Agency shall 

immediately seal packages in the consignment in 
a manner so as to ensure that the sealeil package* 
cannot be tampered with. 

(c) In case of rejection of a consignment, if the ex¬ 

porter so desires, the consignment may not be 
sealed by the Agency. 

(d) In such cases, however, the exporter shall not be 
entitled to prefer any appeal against the-rejection. 

(viii) If the Agency is satisfied that the consignment of, 
pressure cookers complies with the requirement 
under these rules it shall within seven days of 
completion of inspection issue a certificate to the 
exporter declaring that the consignment is export- 
worthy : 

Provided that where the Agency is not so satis¬ 
fied, it shall within the said period of seven days 
issue rejection letter communicating the reasons 
therefor. 

4. Affixation of recognised mark and procedure thereof.— 
The provisions of the Indian Standard Institution (Certifica¬ 
tion Marks) Art. 1952 (36 of 1952). the Indian Srindad* 
Institution (Certification Marks) Rules, 1955 and the Indian 
Standard Institution (Certification Marks) Regulation, 1955, 



100 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 1, 19 83/PAUSA 11, 1904 


[Part II— Sbc, 3(H)] 


shall, so far ai may, apply in relation to the procedure of 
affixation of the recognised marks or seal on pressure cookers 
rior to export and pressure cookers so marked, shall not 
e subjected to any inspection under rule 3. 

5. Place of Inspection.—Inspection under these rules shall 
be carried out at the manufacturer or other picmises where 
adequate testing and inspection facilities are available. 

6. Inspection fee.—Inspection fee shall be paid by the 
exporter to the Agency as under : subject to a minimum of 
Rs. 20 (Rupees Twenty only) per consignment: 

(i) at the rate of 0.2 per cent of fob value of goods 
manufactured and intended for export by approved 
in-process quality control units and for inspection 
on the basis of sub-rules (i), (ii) and (iv) respectively 

of rule 3 ; 

(11) at the rate of 0.3 per cent of fob value of the goods 
manufactured by approved in-process quality con¬ 
trol units and intended for export by merchant 
exporters and for inspection on the bosis ot sub- 
rule (iv) of rule 3; 

(di) at the rate of 0.4 per cent of fob value of the 
goods intended for export by merchant exporters 
and for inspection on the basis of sub-rule (lii) of 
rule 3. 

(Iv) at the rate of 0.18 per cent and 0.36 per cent of 
f.o.b. value of the goods manufactured and intended 
lor export by manufacturers registered as small 
scale manufacturing units with the concerned gov¬ 
ernment of States or Union Territories and for 
Inspection on the basis of sub-rules (i), (ii) and 
(lii) respectively of rule 3. 

7. Appeal.—(1) Any person aggrieved by the refusal of 
the Agency to issue a certificate under rule 3 may within 
ten days of the receipt of the communication of such refusal 
by him prefer an appeal to a panel of Experts consisting 
of not less than three persons that may be constituted by 
the Central Government. 

(2) The panel shall consist of at least two-thirds of non- 
official of the total membership of the panel of Experts. 

(3) The quorum for the panel shall be three. 

(4) The appeal shall be disposed of within fifteen days of 
its receipt 

ANNEXUREI 
Inprocess Quality Control: 

The quality of the pressure cookers intended fo r export 
shall be ensured by the manufacturer by effecting the fol¬ 
lowing controls at different stages of manufacture, at the 
levels of control specified in Anncxure-II. 

1. Bought out materials and components control: 

(a) Purchase specifications shall be laid down by the 
manufacturer incorporating the properties of mate¬ 


rials or components to be used and the detailed 
dimensions thereof with tolerances. 

(b) The accepted consignments shall be either accom¬ 

panied by a producer’s test certificate corroboialing 
the requirements of the purchase specifications or 
In the absence of such test certificates, a samples 
from each consignment shall be legulnrly tested 
to check up its conformity to the purchase speci¬ 
fications, The producer’s test certificate shall be 
counter-checked at least once in five consignments 
to verify th B correctness. 

(c) The incoming consignments shall be inspected and 

tested for ensuring conformity to purchase speci¬ 
fication!} against statistical sampling plans. 

(d) After the inspection or test is carried out, Systema¬ 

tic methods shall be adopted in segregating the 
accepted and rejected materials or components and 
for disposal of rejected materials or components. 

(e) Adequate records In respect of the above mention¬ 

ed control shall be systematically maintained. 

2. Process Control: 

(a) Detailed process specifications shall be laid down 

by the manufacturers for various processes of manu¬ 
facture. 

(b) Equipment or instruments facilities shall be ade¬ 
quate to control the processes as laid down in the 
process /specifications. 

(c) Adequate records shall be maintained to enable the 

verification of the controls exercised during the 
process of manufacture. 

3. Product Control: 

(a) The manufacturer shall either have his own testing 

facilities or shall have access to such testing faci¬ 
lities existing elsewhere to test the product as per 
the standard specifications. Adequate records thereof 
shall be maintained. 

(b) Sampling (wherever required) for testing shall be 

based on a recorded investigation. 

(c) Each and every assembly shall be checked against 

laid down inspection check list 

4. Metrological Control,—Gauges and instruments used 
in the production and inspection shall be periodically check¬ 
ed or calibrated and records shall be maintained in the form 
of history cards. 

5. Preservation Control: 

(a) A detailed specification shall be laid down by manu¬ 

facturer to safeguard the product from adverse 
effects of weather conditions. 

(b) The product shall be well preserved both during 
storage and during transit. 

6. Packing Control.—A specification shall be laid down 
for packing the aforesaid products. 


ANNEXURE H 
LEVELS OF CONTROL 


SI. Particulars of Inspection/Test 

No. 

Requirement 

Sample Sl« 

Lot size 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(3) 

1. (a) Bought out materials and components 
Visual Inspection (including work¬ 
manship and finish) 

(b) Dimensions with tolerances 

As per standard specification 
recognised for the purpose. 

Each. 


(0 Critical 

As per standard specification 
recognised for the purpose. 

To be fixed on the basis of recor¬ 
ded Investiation. 

Each lot. 
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( 1 ) ( 2 ) _ 

(ii) Others 

(c) Any other requirement 


(3) __ 

As per standard specification 
recognised for the purpose. 

As per standard specification 
recognised for the purpose. 


(4) ____ 

To be luted on the basis 
of recorded investigation. 

To be fixed an the basis of 
recorded investigation. 


( 3 ) 

Each lot. 
Each lot. 


2. Manufactured components and sub-assemly 

(a) Visual inspection (including work- As per standard specification Each — 

recognised for the purpose. 

As per standard specification To be fixed on the basis of recor- Each lot. 

recognised for the purpose. ded investigation. 

As per standard specification To be fixed on the basis of 
rcconigsed for the purpose. recorded investigation. 


As per standard specification Each. — 

recognised for the purpose. 

As per standard specification One in every 50 cookers for 
recognised for the purpose. cast cookeis and one in every 

500 and part thereof for wrought 
cookers. 

As per standard specification Each — 

recognised for the purpose. 

As per standard specification Each — 

recognised for the purpose. 

As per standard specification (I) for production upto 2000 4 % of the total 
recognised for the purpose. pcs. per month. production. 

(2) For production between 2 % of the total 

2001 and 10000 pcs. per production, 

month. 

(3) For production above 10000 1 % of the total pro- 

pcs. per month. duction. 

(Iv) Operating test for pressure regulating As per standard specification (a) For production upto 2000 1 0% of the total 
device. recognised for the purpose. pcs. per montk. production. 

(b) For production between 5% of the total 

2001 and 10000 pcs’ per production, 

month. 

(c) For production above 10000 2% of Llio total 

pcs. per month. production. 

(v) Test for safety pressure relief device. As per standard specification 1 % of the total production, _ 

recognised for the purpose. 


As per standard specification One in every 100 Cookers, 

recognised for the purpose. *(1) For production upto 2000 One in evory 500 

pcs, per month. cookers. 

*As per standard specification (2) For production betwoen One in every 700 
recognised for the purpose. 2001 pcs. and 10000 pcs. cookers. 

(3) For production above 10000 One in every 1000 
pcs. per month. cookers. 

(vii) Test for removal of lid under pressure As per standard specification One in every 500 cookers — 

(wherever applicable) recognised for the purpose. 

(viii) Test for spring loaded mechanism As per standard specification One in every 100 cookers, — 

(wherever applicable). recognised for the purpose. 


(vl) Bruiting pressure test 
(a) for cast cookers. 

(b) for wrought cookers. 


manship and finish) 

(b) Dimensions with tolerances 
0) Critical 

(ii) Others 

3. Assembly 

(a) Workmanship and finish 

(b) Tests 

(i) Capacity test 

(ii) Air Pressure Test 

(lii) Proof Pressure Tost 

(a) for cast cookers 

(b) for wrought cookers 


[No. 6(9)/81-EI&EP] 



102 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 1, 1983/PAUSA 11, 1904 


TTo STfo 74 .—rfT?-T (TnfvFst tfC? 

fnTiSTJr) fo'VF 19 64 % Pi‘4~i 3 % FR FpSa fTT?F 
TTifw^r frwr mx fnfra'Jr) ylzrfnw 19 63 

( 19 83 tf 22 ) Tf gm 3 art! ar^ref Trrr.FTf tt 
ar^rr-T tt^ t?£v -sxm. 1 tfttf, 1933 ?r 
tt tf sfffy % fr? «rf^o5?rra^ g4o, ?rri° > 1 ° 

TFriTfV FTTT, TriTER tTFTvTT (TffsRT TTVfFT), 
T> faq-fa foG4TT T.TTg % % ~V T (Kf 

f'iiiP?rP?'a tt fret ttv ^ ^fts/tf frm TT=n* 

1. TV^Tfr, ftrCterw f«ft TTrfvRf fTTTT foT?F 

ffKTiT^r Trcr^ nf ’ —tftft fNt 1 

2. Fgifv^FT, vtiTTm frt rftff, Ttfresfr 1 

3. sfPC-r ftttt % tt% fawn gr^rfUT 1 

4. 'JTirPi^wF, qvP^j-T^ -ininfi \!*f? ■JTTtfTSFf, 
t^fttf 1 

5. (FTT (FTT'T,' fTTIF) LTTTf L5i,TV I 

6 . 50 tttf sr^srsTC, mr< fPtt, Trpnrf wfctt i 

7 . f'svst, tt *sr>r ft T^cm - 1 

s. mm, stsTi stf?( f*rfiF ft, tttit 1 

9. mm, 'FTfi FTTfa FTSTT Tr/T? F3TF 

10 . mm, <frTff \? fF?g ^Ftf^wT 

11 . fFTre ?fr^Fff, ft sato 1 

12 . Tr^Trcf Pttttf, ?FifFTfr-7 filter ftst n tf'ct? i 

13 . ffstfr aro'pjfo imr<. (jTsr.3, f^5f?r?r, 
fTTriflfFTT) 1 

14. FFF IToTTF Ff° SfTFT % 3To ETC if; o 

cffts 1 - ■ 

15. FgfffFfSTT, TSTdvT TF2 gFFf, RFFcIf | 

[TF ° >T o 3/94/75-fo MTpo 'Tflsfo cpi’oj 

. «fr. <jh«65xfl, Pf^5I=F 

S.O. 74.—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963) read with Rule 3 of the Expoit (Quality Con¬ 
trol and Inspection) Rules, 1964, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri S. Abid Hussain, IAS Commcice Secre¬ 
tary, Ministry of Commerce (Department of Commerce) as 
Chairman and nominates the following as Members of the 
Expert Inspection Council for a period of c”e year with 
effect from 1st January, 1983. 

1. Director of Inspection and Quality Control, Export 

Inspection Council, New Delhi—Member Secretary. 

2. Director General of Indian Standards Institution, 

New Delhi. 

3. Agricultural Marketing Advisor of the Government of 

India. 
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4. Director General of Commercial Intellegence and 

Statistics, Calcutta. . . 

5. Secretary (Technical Development) Ministry of 

Industry, New Delhi. 

6. Km. Roma Marumdar, Additional Secretary, Ministry 

of Commerce, New Delhi. 

7. President, Federation of Association of Small Indus¬ 

tries. 

S. President, Seafood Exporters Association, Cochin. 

9. Chairman, Leather Export Promotion Council, 
Madras. 

10. Chairman, Indian Jute Milk Associatiop. 

11. Development Commissioner, Small Scale Industries. 

12. Executive Director, Engineering Export Promotion 

Council. 

13. Mysodet Pvt. I.td., Bangalore, (Madras, Vijayawada, 

Visakhapatnam). 

14. Dr. Raman C. Amin of M/s Dr, Raman C. Amin 

Bombay. 

15. Director General, National Test House, Calcutta. 

[F. No. 3(94)/75 EIAEP] 
C. B. KUKRETI, It. Director 

FT ftTFvff, 6 19 82 

TT°STT° 75—^srfmfppr, 19 53 ( i » » 3 TT 29) 
Ti SETT 9 ‘‘El. FTSTiTT (l) % (t) 

3T<r TTri qrvTcwf tt srt»t ttt gff %f?;t ftttt 
I fTTirTF Nl lino TPTT§Tif tjfl ^ if 
vTiWftR % Tff TL 1 3JfT 1982 % (T 

fRFrar ?rrsrrT tt bIrw, sfrf, % t? tt .Pr^t 
qrvfr | 1 

[^jo 12013( l)/82-tv(t3: (q)] 

TTot^To TcLLT, SRT 

New Delhi, the 6th November, 1982 

S.O. 75.—In exercise of the powers confer ed by 
Clause (a) of Sub-section (1) of Section 9 of the Tea Act, 
1953 (29 of 1953) the Central Government heieby appoints 
Shri N, Ramadarai, lately Controller of Licensing as Secre¬ 
tary, Tea Board on regular basis with effect from the foie- 
noon of the 1st June, 1982. 

, (No. K-12013(l)/82-Plant. A] 

P. S. RANDHAWA, Under Secy. 

«n 

. fc(4m) 

Tf fevf>, 20 fTLTqL, 1982 

, 7 6—FTfdT, TTT TTs‘ 

’gfgffRPT, 1948( 1948 TT 61 ) TCdriTT 6 TV TTtLTT 
7l) IITT TvrT TfTeTTT TT SfTiT T"% ft?, 

' tit w # fsifiBPr Tpcrf, fqTirr ttsttt, tttittt 
”t> mr Rff ffff FT TfS'FT 7?Fr sf/ig TI 

"WsLSff foFTF TTcfr | I 


[TTeFo 25012/1 l/82-^m] 
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(Department of Tcxtiks) 

New Delhi, the 20th December, 1982 

S O. 76 .—In exeicise of the powers - conferred hy sub 
section (0 of Section 6 of the Central Silk Boird Act, 1948 
(61 of 1948), the Central Government hereby nppo nts Shrt 
Shuomani Shaima. -Development Commissioner for Hand- 
lojms a member of the Central Silk Board as Vice-Chairman 
of the Central Silk Board until further orders. 

IF. No. 25012/1 lV82-SiIk] 

'WoWo 77 .—b^ftt, kw krB 
'CrfalkDT, 1948 ( 1948 FT 6l) Ff URT 4 FT 
3WITT ( 3) XntT 5KFT trfkFff FT mk FTVf |TT, 

bttb b^ftt % bbibb faBTB) 

BfBBmi B° FToTITo 2234, BTTk 24 
1 982 FT fFRTfFfferT BPlklB F'Fft % wrfq; •— 

BFT Bff#PTB it,— 

(1) *tt i wk bbB frafer jrfVfk % ?btb 
ft fkBfFkB w bibbt, mk;:— 

"l. ni fmrtrfB vnrf, ■ofyf'i'TF Ft' am 

kFrsr otbft (piftbt), 4( 3 ) 

fkicr, Bp-fIb FT%n; arm 

Fifam Bam, bttb BTBkSfarB 1 "; 

BTFTT I 

( 2 ) bf 1 6 *k bbB Tkfsnr stfrfk % bfft fc 
fdwkkB ftt biBbt, :— 

"l 6 . ^ FOd tflT krq- 1 vrkfFTrT Ft Um 
F'THs kklF, TfilFTfr 4 ( 3 )^) ip 

BBlF BWT, BakFkkl'FtlTB 

4 5, B»k BBT V B7.FP 3T'J BPT- 

FtTFsTl I fdffkT )" 

16T. NT i\o Fo urV^TT, 

■^ttf bb^ bfw, 
w° 7 TFnrr-732ioi 
fFBT BTBTT, (qlwrft 
fbtf) 

( 3 ) BF 30 wk BBfT BFfBB STkfe % TWO - F 7 
Pn-fferPtfiT Ttar ftbbt, «r«rf^ :— 

30 . ^o FFrrafr kim, trfkfBBB Ff trrv.r 4 

wjrfa?, ( 3 ) (sr) Fsrak 

■?FtTTCT fqBTB, Fsk iRFfC gTTT 

snkrstT bbftb, TTBfkrkB 1 ” 

BTTB BTFR j 

[FToTTo 25012/1 l/82-klFr] 
%o vkrfi', BF-Bim 


S.O. 77.—In exercise of the powers confetred by sub¬ 
section (1) of section 4 of the Central Silk Board Act, 1948 
(61 of 19481, thp Cent al Gj«m,bi it hereby milts, the follow¬ 
ing Amendments In the liotmcilion of vhe Government of Indil 
in the Ministry of Coin ne'Cc (Department of Textiles) No 
'S. O. 2234, date 1 the 24th April. 1942, nanely 

In the said n Pificati 'a,— 

(i) for it;o 1 and eitiy relating thifeti, the following 
shall be substituted, namely : — 

“1. Shri Shiromani Sharmar Nominated by the 
Development Commissi met Central Government 
(Hanlboms), De”>artmsit un te tortioi IfllOj 
of Textile*. Ministry of Com- of the Act.’’; 
m;rcc, Gnvor ment of India. 

(ii) for item 16 aid entry ielating thereto, the following 
shall be substituted, nanaly: — 

•* 16 . DireC ir of Sericulture mi *| 

Silk Weaving, Gove nment | Nominated by the 
of West Bengal, 45. Gincsh iGivernment 0 f 

Chandra Avenue, Calcutta. J-Wost Baugil under 

16 A. Shri D.C. Jordu, bvM.f., t sectim 4(l)(f) 0 f 
PO. Mil i 1-732101, | the Act.’ 1 ; 

DisirirtMalU, | 

(West Bengali J 

(iii) for item 30 anl oitr/ rdi'm; th ; rjt, m, ;,,H , V j aR 
shall bo substitute l, nanjly: - 

•'30- ICm. Ktlytri Cnid'ruii, Ninin’jl by the 
Deiuty Seer.'tiry, Central Go> ermsnt 

Depart nritof t \tile;, nnler section 4(l)(j) 
Muristiy of Commerce. of the Act.” 

Governm .’lit of India 

[F, Nr. 25012/11/82-Silk] 
K. CHVDDH'JRY, D/. Scey. 

(B«-4-fFf£tjrop, TTTtllH-f'T'rtH 'FT FmtWd) 

kmir, 14 kufT T , 1932 
FfoWio 73-trl J Ti TTiCo TJfTo TfCTT, 15 fFCf 
irr^fr 5 6 kr srr ^?r fdhk'fr % fiq- f=m 
g-'fFT'T JFffT tr-P BTCF VfC 15 88 keffro % 

?TFrffr F fvTF 6 5 000 FTT tJFJT Vf FF WnTTtT 
Be 'ffo/tki o /2028719 I k-ITF 5-9-81 JTF1B 
km BBT BT I 

2. B TFTTT Ff BUT fcfBBB 

.fBBaB Bf*T Ft B-jfBFT BftT Biff FTB F 2B 

gfrarr tt btttb km | k ark bbb kr ot 
t i trpT bs Blr BBiBr BBr % k bi^b Ff bb 
B£T kkBB fBBBB arffT kBT Bf BlTBBFF aTftTFnt 

%qTB BB>?B B^T FTT^ Bf BB. WW BtCBB % 
rjrrsp BF BTBt-T B|r |Bi |l 

3. BTB BF % BBBB B, Bi^BBlff B BBB 

kkr % irm kfevB 7m Bft wbb- 
bb kir | i bttbh:, B Ba^ ^ k WBrir 
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¥1177 7° 7>/tt7i/2028719, fllTT- 5-9-81 7% ^ 
RffT f%f%77 f%77¥ TffT ¥(776 % if I IT 
¥PTFI7'7 nf t I ¥77-777 77 TTTTTtfTI 71717 
f%777 ¥I%7, 1955 faTFE 7-12-1 955 7% 

gTsntr 9(^o¥to) % 5 ttvt Tftmfi m ttFt ht% 
?vr ¥17° TRY? % 7T7 7 1 7(7i fol 77 

¥7777 71T#7 7° 7f°/(/7i°/2028719 f%7Ri 5-9-81 
*r?l *|'¥ TTsfl f%f%77 f%777 JlP.T'trfr^SRr 7^ 7% Tint 

$ I 

4- ¥1717 ¥t^¥ 1% Til <¥777 f%1¥7 ¥f% 

vi spjfTfT ¥f% «ff wn 0/770 ttsYs t't ¥77 7 

¥T7f 7% 71 Tift | 1 

[ft(o 70 795°-48/81-8 2 / 7 ^ 0770770 ] 
51o 7f° f77¥ 1 ¥7 xj77-f%75W>, 
7T717-f77?7 

(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports ami Exports) 
New Delhi, the 14th December, 1982 

S.O. 78.—Mr. R. S. Rathore, 15 Kumaon, Indore, 
C/o 56 APO was granted an Import licence No. P/F/ 
2028719 dated 5th September, 1981 for Rs. 65,000 only for 
the import of one Golf Diesel Car 1588 CC fitted with 
Special Equipment for disabled. 

2. The applicant has applied for issue of a Duplicate copy 
of Exchange Control Copy of the above mentioned Import 
Licence on tile ground that the original Exchange Control 
Copy of the Licence, has been lost. It has further been 
stated that the original Exchange control copy of the Licen¬ 
ce was not registered with any Customs Authority and ns 
such the value of the Import Licence has not been utilised 
at all. 

3. In support of his contention, the licensee has filed an 
affidavit, duly sworn before the Oath Commissioner, Delhi. 
1 am accordingly satisfied that the original Exchange Control 
Copy of the Import Licence No. P/F/2028719 dated 5th 
September, 1981 has been lost or misplaced by the applicant. 
In exercises of powers conferred under Sub-Clause 9(cc) 
of the Import Control Order 1955 dated 7th December. 1955, 
as amended from time to time, the said original Fxch.mge 
Control copy of Li enee No. P/P/2028719 da'ed 5th Sep¬ 
tember 1981 issued to Mr. R. S. Rathore is hereby cancelled. 

4. A duplicate copy of the Exchange Control Copy of the 
Import Licence is being issued to Mr. R. S. Rathore sepa¬ 
rately. 

(F, No. F-48/81-82/BLS] 
I. P. SINGHAL, Dy, Chief Controller, 
Imports & Exports. 

(#7*7 hnrr*t srnrw (T«tt 
1 farfrr *7 sroftrn) 

75T7, 21 '77PL 1982 

77° ¥1° 79 I—77771 '^7'PT 77? 177, 
7*77-139, 77° 7¥o (fro off¥ 7%¥, 75TP-600 001 7% 
777 10,000 171 T^TPff 77 ¥T7T7 17% % fori 57717 
7(#¥ 7771 TTo-TTL- 19 3 60 6 4-¥l-tr7iqi?T-82-77o-8 1 
falTffi 6-3-82 TlTf fffiTT 77f 711 

¥7777 7T^77 77LT 3TTT 71^7 WT7T7 % 

7777-77 ¥TTt 17% % ¥1¥TT 7T 777 f%W 77T £ I 
¥7 7777-77 %> YlfflPuiT % 7T% if fll?7T7 17% 


IT 1T77 fwrf ^ 7, TT^f 7 7/ 'JHPT RTT 771 1777 
77P7t 1tf%7 717t ffiiTT 77T 7T fffi 25-6-1982 Tit 
aifl/PTcT 7771^ 77 ¥171 77 % 77717 ¥77% 7RT 
f%7T 77T 7T¥%7 WT 7 T^T 77 f377 ¥!** 1 ¥1% 7T7% 

7% PP¥ ffiT% 37^777 *J77T§ % fTP Ll€f 7¥T%% 7177, 
tT¥ 7 r 7 in 75 e f fa iqtfn 77777^ %par- 
7T7 77T7-7W % ¥1717 77 777 f%7T 77T | ¥%7 77^- 
5 TO 7i’r77 77 777 4?T% 7% 07 7-lf>7 fill %7T 

t I 

%¥(0T7 (fffiTjRT) ¥T%7, 1955 9(l) (^) 

% ¥-777 7T7 WfsTflTt 77 77T7 »P7% l+lT 77777 
¥777 717777, 7Rf7 1 3 9, ^7° 77° 7%° 7(771?, 7517-1 
77 ¥$7-71% 1982 ¥7f¥ % f%tr ifcrq- io ,000 77i 
^ 77 ¥1717 717% %: ¥T7f 7% 71T#7 

777 ¥%¥¥¥-19 360 6 4-7^-^77^7-82-77-81 
6-3-1982 7% ftff?3'f7i XXK 71771 ^1 

[7®7 rffiTffi-120 3-'TlC7-82-lFJ-3] 

.(Office of /he Join/ Chief ConzroUer of Imports and Export*,) 
ORDER 

Madras, the 21st August, 1982 

S.O. T9. —M/s. Navarathan General Product®, No. 139, 
N.S.C. Bose Road, Madras-1 were granted a licence No. 
P|Z|1936064|C|XX|82|M|81 dated 6-3-1982 for import of 
Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence ha s been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that 
the above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and hereby decided to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the power® vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the impot licence No. P|Z|1936064[C| 
XX|82|M|81, dated 6-3-1982 issued to M/s. Navarathan 
General Products, No. 139. N.S.C. Bose Road, Madras-1 for 
import of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 
period. 

[No. DF/1203/AM. 82/AU. nil 

77° WT° 80.—TtTT 777f pfT7, 771(7 14 
7TTT77 77#t ¥777-600001 7% T77 10,000 

m ^ Wt 77 7T7T7 717% % ¥T7ET 7TCi#7 

7511 7i--^¥7-193606 l-Tf-PW/IT- 8 2-77- 8 1 f%7F7 

6-3-1982 ¥T7f f%7T 77T 7T I 

¥7111 7TT#7 TTfr 7*31777 5J7T ^7^7 ¥17(7 
^ 77T77¥ ¥T7f 77% % ¥(717 77 7RT f%7T 77T 
| I ¥7 ¥7(7751 %T ¥7TP(f%77IT %r 71% % f757T7 
7T7% 7T 7777 %% %, TT^f 7 t/TT 

7T77 7H¥f %tf%7 ¥T%( fTTT 77T 7( fit 25-6-1982 
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Tt fW? M MET ^ $ EMFc^ M*fiF 

ferr Mr et^if mi e x% vk fan ^nr i 
*FFR% qfr ?W TT-T MlMM gJTWTf % %<r 
* strf % ^pm, if w efff if irgsr g ft? Mgrir 

WFWIF EM EMT OTfTTT TERM % SFFUFT ET TRT 
f=PTF Mr | 5r\T TT^jm E7T% M Tt[ ERE M 
PpT tfSiflW fEM EFFF f I 

f, SFPtFrFF (fEME) STF%3F 1955 M FFITT 9(l) 

(it) ^7 MEM 5FTFF StTmETF EE MtE ERcF gq 
ir&Tr ffmI ttF#, emt i4, etttmf gwr 
MTIF-600001 MH-ET# 1982 5Tffe % fEri 

TM 10,000 FTP Ewff EE *11 E l d «PF% % %T 
snd fipT M EnjiflF FFWF tfF-fEFT-1 936061-lfr- 
gTOiTTO-82*FpT-81 fM+E7 6-3-1982 Tt gP^snTF ^ 
ERET g I 

[iFWF : TVER119 5-rnr*r- 8 2-CHF 3] 


so. 80.—M|s. Srirrgvi Stores, No. 14, Narayani Mudali 
Street, Madras-600001 were granted a licence No. PZ] 19360611 
C|XX|82|M|81, dated 6-3-1982 for Import of Dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 


As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain hi s case, I am satisfied that the 
ubov c import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-partc. 


1, in exercise of (he powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 3(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. PZ|1936061|C|XX|82lMi81 
dated 6-3-19S2 issued to M|s. Sangvi Stores, No. 14, Nara- 
yana Mudali Street, Madras-1 for import of Dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for Apdl-March, J982 period. 


INo. DF|1195|AM.82!AU.IJ3] 
wto si.—*rfar ti%si Frqr <m^ a 

136, Cpfo <T?To Tffo EtK TFT, R2TFF-600001 
TO 10,000 top gw eet! ee effete er% % fw 
WFcT FTF^r MET ^-^-1936091-^-11^^- 
82'C[R'-8I fcRltP 6-3-1982 Mfr fEMF MT «TT 1 

TT^RF HF^Nl ME! ^WIEM gTTT gE^E METE 
% tEREvT Mfl ER^ - % tFiHYI rp; jjpe frjrqr ^PTF 
| I 3E STMETE % MTTEfWEF % Ef? E fEMTE ER?f 

tpr eet 0 ! fMri^ ^e il, eft? % eij g^5E tnp totr 
^eietf EtfriT srr^f fwr riff *ff fr? 25 - 6-1982 Eft 
®rf eem qrr wqFR ^ %■ 

ferf qq’F fft^ff q' ^ wk forf ^ 1 ^ 1 sp^ 1 
^F FOcr sirfq=RFrT fptflf % fspr T!zf ?T 

% qnrw, # ?FF qieF #^3 j f% 

FTF^FF FTFTFF FFq^t etaHTM SrRT°IR?T % ^TFUK IT 5TRFT 
1085 01/82—14. 


fWF ifqT | zftT tiFT^ffTTF im^FF «fi> T? WT& W 
rr^- Wtq- fH'fe FTWT f I 

f mqrFcf (fqir^) ?ff^f, 1955 am 9 ( 1 ) 

(<t) % ^FRilRr Snra wfWFff WJ 5RFK ^ gtr, 
TF%?F FpT3T5FFWF JFF^: 136, r^To tn?0 
FfFR- TIT, R3TFT-600001 ^Tt, nrfvF-RT^, 1982 5T?fa 
% ffFO 64d 10,00 0 d'P gW ifiHt qiT 5FTOFFT 'I'tA 
% f?rg tsnfr f%ir qt wwff wr 'fr-wJ-ioseosi 
FFl-gWIT!RF-82-(^-8i f^TPP 6-3-82 V't irFF^FTF 
Tf TTfTT g 1 

[?FWF ‘^TlTtfi-1 2 4 5-OTfR/ 8 2-trg 3] 

S.O. 81.—MJs, Rakesh Enterprises, No. 136, N.S.C Bose 
Road, Madras-600001 were granted a licence No. P|Z| 19360 
91|C|XX|82jM|81 dated 6-3-1982 for import of Dry fruits 
for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling Upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clouse 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order. 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. PZ|1936091|C|XX|82|M|81 
dated 6-3-82, issued to M|s. Rakesh Enterprises. No. 136, 
N.S.C. Bose Road, Madras-600001 for import of Dry fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-Marcb, 1982 period. 

' [No. DF|1245|AM.82|AU.III] 

Vfo TTfo 82.-—iftiTR ^ I TF tluR ', 
qT3FT 64, TRrtTTl RpCfft ?frz, RUTH- 6000 01 >CT 
w 10,000 FEE g^ qftfF ifiT WTRTFr «PT% % f%g 
srpTiFF "iisri6 *tmr 'rt-w ?-3 936oo2-if(-ri ! (wiTFr-8 2 - 
gR-81 PddI-6 3-3-82 tsirfF f%qT TOrr «TT I 

d^tFFF riUriri TTRWt riWrTT'T fflTr vfFFg^ SFIFFIFF 
% JTRE’FqW ^Frft % %JWR TF 3FRT f%qT *FTT | I 
TE KRTUT'T^ % FFqTTrTfqiRFFF % TI^ Br ftnPTRF qTAT 
WF"! frwrf ^ ^F <rr#f IF qf gg ^ i^pojt 
q’Tiwt Ttfeir ^rifr foRR Mr *rrftp 25 - 6-1982 m 

'TfWM ririq'Ff MET snrf 

r*hhF MF FTFTEIF MF T T^ TT fMF 5FFFT I <519% 
^FRfF Tf ITCT TTri sqftFFnrFF gMlf % Riff E 
?F1% % qrrT'TF, # ?(F TFFT IF g frr OTtJtfFF TTW- 

^if tRnr eotF ^rwrTEF 9E7ofqw %■ grnprr 9 T sitrt 
fqiqr Mr | iftT oomiff m 

tT4i TSifm ?TTF I 

#, IFIRfFT (fq-MOf) M^HF, 1 955 M HTTF 9(l) 
(g) % MFFM MTF 3Tf£PTm TT WW tpr^ gir, 

FF^NF tflM vn 6 4 TRFMr E ETTfr 
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Sfte, TOTHT-600 001 TO? 1982 T^rfa 

fTOT TO? 10,000 (TTO tott TO sttort *PT^r % 
fro? torY fro? *r tirwr totot ?Y-^to:- 1930002 - 

flY-tJTOH7TJf(r-82-qTT- 81 feTOTTO 3-3-82 TO CtcF? &TCT 
wr f i 

[HW : toYtttoi l06-qTnr-8 2 -^ 3 ] 

S.O. 82.—M/s Venus Corporation No. 64 Narayana Mu- 
daly Street Madras-600001 were granted a licence No. P|Z| 
1936002|C|XX|82|M|81, dated 3-3-1982 for import of dry 
fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was • not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain lii s case, I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent-means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licenct No. P[ZI1936002|C|XX|82|M|81, 
dt. 3-3-1982 issued to Mis. Venus Corporation 64 Narayana 
Mudalv Street Madras-600001 for import of dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 period. 

[No. FP. 11061AM. 82(AU.HT1 
«KT. TO- 83 .-TONY TTSfa TO T l % R, TOT 57, 

’TTCrtnr toto? TOrrcr-eoo 001 3 ? to? 10 , ooo toto 
to? to arrcirr tor? ? arnocr toWt tfwi 

^-^-1935855-^-^^-82-^-81 PTOFF 19-2-82 

to tr fron to to i 

tor? sm totott ? 

smrror trfr tor? ? totot tot tort fro to f i tot 

? SfTOVlfTOTOT ? TO? if fTOTOHT TOR? 

fTOf ?? ?, grr TOTOT SRTWf 

TOftfsTT TOYY fjRT TO TO N) 22-7-82 q? TOfTOTOT 

TO) TO I i to TORR ?? TO? stobY ^rrfV fTOTT TO 

torYtt to?Y t tto tor fro to? i tot? mro? to? tto 

tor? TOnf ? fror torY t to? ? totox, jf 

w tor t tYto jr froi TOnfror vn^ir tot tor? strong 
jnrm--<Rr to? Wt <r tort fro to | srtr ttto^trt 
totYYto to? tot tor? to? t^-Tefhr fro?? f i 

if, totort (fnm) toYtt, 1955 aft tort 9 ( 1 )(t) ^ 
BRpftr sttotot toPtototrY tot 8 olu toi? , to?®? 

TRfa TORTOY'Ytot, RTO 57, TORFRT TOft TO3TTO- 

600001 TO? TOfTO-TOT?, 1982 3TTO?TO ? fW? 10,000 (1*7 

to?Y tsRT TOrora tor? ? ft-rr wr? fro? inf vn^nr 
TfaT 4Y-1[qR:-1935855-TrY-^NrtTW-82-tTR-81 fTOTO+TO 
19-2-82 TO? lOTCgRI TTO* TORTOT if I 

CTOT : YfTrqi-884-titni 82-T^T 3] 

S.O, 83.—M/s. Rajesh Corporation, No. 57, Narayana Mu- 
dali Street, Madras-600001, were granted a Licence No P|Z| 
1935855/C|XX|82/M/81 dated 19-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs, 10,000. 


As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine. Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show Cause why actior should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain hi s case, I am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-aprte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of Clause 
9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order 1955. hereby cancel 
the Import Licence No. P|Z!1935|855|C|XX|82|M/8l dt. 
19-2-81 issued to M/s, Rajesh Corporation, No, 57, Nara¬ 
yana Mudali Street, Madras-600091, for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-March 1982 period. 

[F. No. DF/884/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 
7T5TO, 2 friTOT, 1982 

VT° WTo 8 4.—dtsiY iflTFT 7 7, OTTlTO 

TOft F 5 Y 3 , I1TO-600 001 Yt ^ 10,001 rFF 
thsff Tf STOTT TOT % fvf? ^TOTO TTT^ TOTT t ffo- 
^3TJ-193 58 5 7-Rt-liWlTW- 8 2-1711- 81 fTOFfi 19-2-82 

f^nYt^rr tot^tt i 

RTOt TOTO am 

% TOT1TW TirfY ?Tf1TK TO TORT fsfNTT TOT |'l 

to TOpTOer % Yt sttY Jr ftwriT q77Tr to 

totot qrof fi ^ ^ ^ttot 

TOlWt Yrfro TOTt TOT «1T fY 22-7-82 Yt 

TOfTOUfr frorf qir toto % totocj; toYt totY 

f^qT tot HtTOK toY tt tto fTO to? i tot? tor% 

sp'T m: qTX? TOfTO grorf % fvr? TO^f tt to? % 
TTTOT, ^ TO '-TO ? i fjfi TOtfTO^n^iT TOTTT 
TOfr ?WTFT TOTRIW % TORTO TO TOTO f=PTT TOT 

^ 59 k tro-eraTTr tottot to tto -ft? to ^-totYt 
f?ok?mT^ 1 

? TOTTOcT (f??^) TOYS!, 1955 TO RTTT 9(l) 

(it) % TOTOfrT TOtT TORjTrTY TO TO?>T X.T? ^TONY 
ifTO fTO, 77, TOTR'T F^Y?, TOTO-6Q0 001 

Yf WX(T-1TT : ?, 1982 TOTftJ % f%? TO? 10,000 TITO 
("toxY f?? TO? TOTTOT TOW qY-TOO 19 3 5 8 5 7-/1?-^- 
tTTOT-82-TT.TO-81 f?TOtTO 19-2-1982 TO? 

TOTTOT ^ I 

[TO5TT«Ytob- 88 3-WTO- 8 2-?TO-3] 
Madras, 2nd September, 1982 

S.O. 84.—M/s. Goutham Traders, 77, Narayana Mudali 
St., M’adras-600001 were granted a licence No. PZ/1935857/ 
C/XX/82/M/81 dated 19-2-82 for import of Dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past Imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to tshow cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the abov c import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 
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IUU1L1-L-11.L—-I- ..- ■ I I I.— 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1)(a) of the impoits (Control) Order, 1955, hcieby 
cancel the import licence No, P|Z| 1935857]C|XX|82|M|81 
dated 19-2-82 issued to M|s. Goutham Traders , 77 

Nurayana Mudali St., Madras-600001 for import of Dry fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for Apiil-March, 1982 period. 

[No. DFI883IAM. 82[AU. Ill] 


j i JH — H . 

RT°WTe 8 6-R^ff RfoRfo RTfRHRT, RRRT-11, tfPTRPTH 
RRRT X$\Z, R3TR-60 0021 Rf RTF 10,000 RR Rpff 
RT STfRTR RTo % fR'T XTfFrf Rf^fR R5TT 'Tf-^- 
193600 S-Hf-FRRRRR- 8 2-FR- 81 fRRl'R 3-3-82 Hitt 
fRRr rrt rt i 


RTo «RTo 85—R^HT R^RlTf TT^r^frsf, 135, TTRe 
T(Ro RT° RfR TtR, HffTtf-lRt WR 10,000 RR^ 
RRT % WRITT RTR % feTR RTRTR RTTRR R'WT qf- 
fHJ-193 600 7-RHJ’TR^W- 8 2-RR- 81 fRRfR 3-2-82 
HTTt faRT RRT RT 1 

RR1JTR HT#!T RRRf ^pDR STTr RTRfR 

% RRT'RRa' HTTf RlT^r % STrUTT RT RPR fRRr RRT t • 
RR MRPFTR % ^fRrTRfRRcfT % RTT R fRURTR RTR 
RT Rp?R fvJlf RR R, Rl€f R RR T3R fR rnp RpiR 
RRpcft RffZR -rrtf fTRT RRT RT fo 2 5-6-1982 Rf 
wrfttiRR ,6/TRTf RR RWZ R% % RTRTcJ RRRl HITT 
PfRIT RRT R TT BR Wl H T^R spT fRRT HF[ I ®TTR 
RTR% Rf FPJ RRR sqffffRR TfTHlR % ffTR RR1 R 
RFf % RTTR, it ?[R RTf WgZ £ fR HRRRR RTCRR 
RHR R'TRr RripTTH HRFIRR % STO3TT RT RPR f^RT 
RRT | RtT RR^apr Rf T^? RTR Rf 

irtp qRfR fmofa %R7 | I 

t, tRIRTR (fRRHni) 5TFPT, 1955 Rf 9(l) (<0 
% RRTRR RRtR WfRRTTT RR RRfR RTTR R^ p -ft 
H|t!HTf RRH-fl’H, 135, ^R® RR° Rf° RTR TlR,R5lR-l 
1 RR r4r-RT^, 1982 Rt HRfST % fvTF R# 10,000 
RR RTHT RT sfRlR RTR % ftfR RTG fRR RR 

RT^tR R6RT qt-RRR-1936 0 0 7-Rr-QRTnpt- 8 2-RR- 8 1 
fRRTR 3-2-82 RT OR^RPT R^R RRRT g I 

[RRRT f\rrw ,-11 0 3-ftRR- 8 2 -RR 3 ] 


S.O. 85.—M/s. Maheswan Agencies 135, M.S.C. Boie 
Road, Madras-1 were granted a Licence No. P|Z| 1936007 1 
C|XX|82|M]81, dated 3-2-82, for import of Dry fruits of 
Rs. 10,000. 


As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holde* to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing oil 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Imports Licence No. PZ/1936007/C/XX/82|M|81 
dated 3-2-82 issued to M/s. Maheswari Agencies, 135, N.S.C. 
Rose Roid Madras-1 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs, 10,000 
for April-March, 1982 penod. 

[No, DF/1103/AM. 82/AU HI] 


7RFTT RiTRR RXRr vPITTR 3TTT VJR/R RTRTR 
% RRTRRH RRt RRxt % RTRTZ RL RpR fRR[ RRT 
11 ^ RRPTRR % RRiRRfRRRf % R[R if ftPRrR RR^f 
Rf RTZR fRHTf RR R, Rrif R R? R/5-f JR RR 
RTTR RRTRt RtfjR HR> fROT RTF RT fR 22-7-82 
RT SRfRRifR RTRr| RT RRRT RR % T7R|r{ RoRI 
RTTT fRRT RdT RTRTR RRf R RT fRRT RTF I 
RRR RW^r Rt RTt* SRpqTRR RnRff R fvTF 

Rleff R RiR R RTTR, t ^R RTR R RRKT j fR RRtpEfR 
RTRRR RRR RoRT RNPTrR RRPRRRR % ROTP,' RT 
RTRf fRRT RRT | R)T '/T^RTTr RUTRR Rf pr RTR RT 
tTR-RWRI fn^R %Rf | I 


IT, RIRTR (fHR'RR) RT^R, 1955 Ri RTTf 9(l) 
(rr) % RtyifR STRcT RfaRiTT RT RRTR RTR f?, 
RRNl qfORTo RTfRR^R, R6RM1, dfTRrRR 
fj'TT, R5TR-21 RT, RRR-RTR, 1982 Rf HRRr R fRn; 
TRtf 10,0 00 RR %*£ RRT RT RT-TT f RTR % fRtr 
nflTf fRR -RR RT^RR HW R'f-R¥T-1936 003-Rf- 
0;RRttRR-82-FR-81 fRoTR 3-3-32 Rf rtR^aTTf T^ 
RTRT $ I 

[RSRT : Rf'TR-11 0 7-FFR 8 2-^-3] 


S.O. 86.—M/s. V. G. Provisions, No. 11, Thanigachala 
Mudali Street, Madras-600021 were granted a licence No. 
PZ[1936003]C|XX|82|M|81 dated 3-3-82 for import of Dry 
fruits for Rs. 10,000. 


As there was a reaspn to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 


I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
lau-se 9(1)(a) of the Imports (.Control) Order 1955, hereby 
ancel the Import Licence No. P|Z/1936003/C/XX/82|M|81 
latcd 3-3-82 issued to M/s. V. G. Piovisions, No. 11 Thani- 
-achala Mudali Street, Madras-21 for import of Dry Fruiti 
or Rs. 10.000 for April-March, 1982 period. 


[No. DF/1107/AM. 82/AU. HQ 
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XTo *TTo 87 .—faffa Wfcfr rfarfa, 5 / 17 , TORT 
XTTOT Xi'?, TORT -600012 Xt TRR 10,000 TTX 
Rifa XT ?TOW XXiT % f^TJT STOTT vrr^far tfSRT 
TTO- 193599 6-fa-TOTTCTO- 8 2-FX- 8 1 fTOfa 2-3-82 

anfr fam wr *n i 

TORTO TRTOT Rifa faafTRTT 3TXT «TOTT 

x tomto XTfa xx?t % stttttx rx tot faai rrt 
11 to torto % toixttrxtt % stx H faTORT xxr 
xt xtxw fajTf %, nrsT ^ gcr rx xtxt 
R?rrfa fafro xrfa tw tot «rr fa 22-7-82 xT 
3 #wjtct *jTOrf xr torx ^ % rtot^ toxT 
farr wr errefar tot t x% xx fror xrq 1 Rfar Rrfar 
«Pt TR^X XX?( TOfafTO R TOT^ % fa^ TIfff *T Rfa % 
XTX°T, if TO 3TRT % RT/T ^ fa RXJTO RTTOR 
RRR RRfa faTOTTR TOTTOR % RTT7X RX TOT 

fw to I fax iT(T^3 P-T rttor xt xt;? xr 

RSTTR ffaTR RRT ff 1 

if, stott (faraxr) Rrfa, 1955 wrcr 9 ( 1 ) 

(tr) % srxtfcT tor Rfaxrxr xt tow xxi? §fa 

RfafaVTlfaT TFSffaf, 5)l7,#TXR TTTOR XT?, RSTR-12 
Xt, S^R-Rlfa 1982 X? TOfa % fafa XR$ 10,000 
RX TJR Xfa XT TOTRf XX?t X fao; 50X1 fXR far 

Rrsfcr rtot - fa-TOR *193599 6-rKrrtor- 8 2 
OR-81 ffaTTX 2-3-82 Xt tfa^STXT X^ XXTT $ I 

[RTOT : faifa-1076-RTO-82-TFT 3j 


S.O. 87.—M/s. Sant hi Agency, 5/17, General Collensroad, 
Madras-600012, were granted a Licence No. PlZ|1935996[C| 
XX/82/M/81 dated 2-3-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on ine in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the Import (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z/1935996/C/XX/82jM|8t 
dated 2-3-82 issued to M/s. Santhi Agency, 5/17, General 
Coders Road, Mndias-600012, for import Dry Fruit for Rs. 
10,000 for April-March 1982 period. 

[F. No. DF/1076/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


XT°lTTo 88.—Rfa-TT TOT 92, TOW 

tfsTO-l XT WT 10,000 RX xfa 
tt toto xfa % fax rrtt Rfafa ^tot fa-wx- 


1936 059-fa-iTTO<TRR-82-ttR-81 faffa 5-3-82 XPT 
fa>TT XTT «TT I 

XTTOT XRTfa TOXf X^TTi'T 7TTCT TOTTT 

X TTOTTO TfTXr TOT % 5TTOR TX TOTT fxTT TOT 11 
TO TOTOTO % TTTFrrfTTOTr aT 5TT> T fXTOftf TOT XT 
XTTOT TO If, q-fjf ^ TT 'JX? toxjt 

XcTTfa TTfTO TT7T TXTT TOT XT fa 2 5-6-1982 XT 

-Tfaroer gxxfa xr tottx to % tttot tottt xixr 
faxr TXT XfT^TT TOT X X? XXfa-TT j,T’T I TTT TiRT 
XT 6TER TOTt TOfarTT TOTTR % ITR TIXT T ’TlT % 
XTXX ^T ^TT TOT T TT^ g fa TOT^TT XiTXtT TOT 
TOTXT faXOTOT TTPTTO % XriTO RX 5TFT fa’Tt RTT 
t faX n/faJTT faTTO XT X^ XRt XT rr^-T^TT 
fa^T TOT fp ! 

t, TOTTff (faTOT) ^Tffa, 195 5 XT STTXr 9(l) 
(ri) x TTTOT TOT TTf'dXTXf XT TOW XT>T |rr 
TTTfa Tfa JStf, 92, TTTTTT TOTT R3TT-1 XT 
Tfa-RT^ 1982 XT TOTrT % faT XTO" 10,00 0 TTX 
^ TOTt XT STOTT XXT % fa-T TTCT f'X-f XT' TTT- 
#TT TT^TT Tfaf X-1936 0 5 9 -Xf-TTOTTsT- 8 2-TR- 81 
fTOfX 5-3-82 XT tTR^rxr X? XXTT f I 

[XXTT : Tfax-l 181-tTTfTO82-TiJ 3] 


5.0. 88.—M/s. Varma Tradeis, 92 Narayana Mudali 
Street, Madras-1 were granted a Licence No. P|Z/I936059/C7 
XX|82|M|81 dated 5-3-82 foi import of Diy Fruits lor 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal bearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, 1 am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent menus and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-parte. 

1, in exercise of ibe powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No, P|Z/l936059/C/XX/82|Mi81 
dated 5-3-82 issued to M/s, Vaima Traders, 92 Naray„na 
Mudali Street, Madras-1 for import of Diy Fruits lor Rs. 
10,000 for April-March 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1181/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


XToWIo 89.—Tfafa XHTTO TO XT fafa. 21, 

Truro toto-i xT xto 10,000 Trxgrf 

xfa XT TITOT TOT % fan; STOTT TTfax TOTT 
fa TTTT- 19360 6 5-fa-TWTXT- 3 2-TR- 81 ffafa 
6-3-82 XTfa fxiTT XTT TT I 


TOJfTT TT^TT TOTT TTFTrT dTXT ^Tj t TT-TTT 
% TOTTOT XTXT XTO % TTTTTX RX RUT fadT TOT 
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& I TO smma % F RTZ R faU^TR FZR 

FT FTZ*T fatlif ^f R, Ttcrf % Wt ^STT gR RF FTZF 
ggrrfT gtfzg fizT fain rrt rt far 25-6-19 82 Ft 
ERfagRR gnqT^ FT Rggv Rq % RSgTR RFFt FPT 

fw gqr grzgq fit q ^ w>x fagr ftr 1 w r i‘n RrRtr 

Ft URZ FZq sgfaa’Tci *ZRTi % fafR grTT n gfa F 

ftut, *i in rtf ttr^f £ fF gggqg grzgg ggg 
Rgrft gzrrRFr RqpgFg f RrarT gz rff fw w 
| mz Rg^srnT gn^gsg Ft' zf FZn Ft RF-gatt 
fguf r 3 rt ff 1 

fr, snugg (fgtzpq) rtFr 1955 Ft rtzt 9(1) 
(it) % RPrgg gggr wftmrf ft gqtz fzr jr 
rrsti zirFt ggzg zztg, 21 gwr rff gfiz 
ggra-i Ft, gqg-gig 19S2 Ft ggft fz fgR zrrzr 
farg gg fi^rr gqgr qr-pggg 19" g 0 6 s-gt-RRKRqg 
82 -RR-si fgn'tF 6 -^- 1 982 Ft Rftgfr<r FzgT 


[g©TT : gtRF-1204-RRq-82-Rq?] 

S.O. 89.—M|s, Ramudev General Stores, 21, Nara>iina 
Mudali Street. M.idras-1 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1936065-/C/NX182/M/81 dated 6-3-82 lor import of Diy 
Fruits for Rs, 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above impoit 

licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 

tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to t>how cause why action should not be 

taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity foi a 

personal hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-parte. 


q gfa % ftzf, $ ?g gig ?t gaps f far gqtfag 
gigg'g ggg gqgt ^pfirpt RRpqqg % sttsttz g-< 
rirt fggr ggr £ gtz RggjTZT grFTg Ft z^ ftr Ft 

RF-gsffa fggg ggr f 1 

#,snqrg (faggR) gfazr, 1955 ft aTZr 9(1) 
(r) f ggfag ggtr gfggrff ft gg>g Fzit |r 
rrmT ggfaT gggg zztq, 49, gfzgTt xtr, girt 
rjtr- 5 0 ft, gtg gnf 1932 f) ggft % farq g,-, 
10,000 ff orff gr mgrg grg % fgvr g,fr 

fqfa gg grFFT gr rrgg 193606 7-^-^^ 
S2-FFT-81 fah'rg 6-3-82 4F-TT f, I 

[gggr : gt'Tg-i 202 -ggrf 82 -tnj 3 ] 

S.O. 90 . —M|Narccn Geneiaj Stores, 49, .Peiiar Road, 
Padi, Madras-50 were granted a Licence No. PJZ/1936067/ 
C|XX|82|M|81 dated 6-3 82 for import of l)jy Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licencing holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 


1, in excicise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. PIZ/1936067/C/XX/82|M|81 
dated 6-3 -82 issued to M/s. Nuvccnn General Stores 49, 
Pcriar Road, Padi, Madras-50 for import of Dry Fruits tor 
Rs. 10,000 for April-Maich 1982 period. 


H r . No. Dl-/1202/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


I, in exercise of the powets visaed on me in terms of 
clause 9(lXa) of the Import (Control) Older, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1936065/C/XX/82/M|81 
dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s. Ramudev General Stores 21, 
Narayuna Mudali Street, Madras-1 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-Murch 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1204/AM. 82/AU. in] 

VToWTo 9 0.—ggssft ggV.T ggyg 4 9 

qfUTF FT?, gT^T, R3TO-5 0 tfa Wf 10,000 dT 
ggr ft trigio F^g f fartT grgrg mz rg gegr 
Rt ggZ-1936 067-g>FFTCTgg-82Fg-Sl fagfa: 

6-3-82 FFT fFdT g^T «TT I 

gg^gg g^gg "~g'r ggrprig six\ gigpi f 

ggFtgg fft g;gg % v\mx q< gr-g fggr ggr z i 

gg Rgrggg f tggrFTfagrgr % xf hr farsgpg 

FT FFF fF3Tf FT F, Tizf g F? |F t/F 

fff gggfr grfag xrfr fargr ggr grfF 22-7-82 

Ft sgfafi'gg gggif FT tiff? ft f g^Frg; ggFi 

gifr fFFT tift grtgg ggr g FFtirgr gro 1 gqg 
grg% Ft gr?g sgfaggg g'Tgr? % t'g*/ qr£f 


FTe5fT° 91 .—gg^t g igxt g vZTg, 39 gggg 
gjfa, g c gft, gsrg-600007 F'T,ggg" 10,000 rf 

FFT FT FTHTTF gFfa % faf.T R fTrT 

gt 2 gg- 193591 3-gt-gggogg- 8 2 -gg- 8 1 fagfa: 

25-2-82 FFT fFXT q-TT FT 1 

ggifag FT^gg gg^f ggrgrg jrzr RTFig 
f ggpggg gift gFg % Frgrz gr gp;g fagr ggi | 
ggpggg F ggFdfaFir % gfa g faigrg ^gg 
gg fff fagrf gg g, grzf g g^ gg rf frf 
ggrFt gtfag fft fFirv ggr rt far 25-6-1932 Ft 
cgfggqg g^ggrf ft fftt gg % gjgr-r gg=fa rtFi 
fargr qir gr?gg ftt g z? FZfagr grg 1 ggF grgg 
ftffz fft sqfagqg gggrf Ffartr g grg f 
ggzg, f ^g grg g gg^g f fa: ggggg gr^gg g^gg 
gggr tTgigm ggmg f rt^tz gz jtrt Fftt ggr 

f: FIT rrgg^TTT FTT^g FT Z? FZR Ft ZF-gglg 

fggg ?r=rr g 1 
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fTOT MM MffRM M®TT Ml ^TO- 1936096 -MT- OMMMMM- 
82-^81 fTOTpR 6-3-82 MM ^^TTt Z^ TOTO f | 

[MWr : fr irq?-126 3^ipT-82-^ 3] 


Jf, WETTM (fMM5PM) ?Tr%TfT, 1955 UPM 9(l) 

(r) % tommm rtot srRmzt mm rm¥t to% fM, 

RTTOTM TOET, 39, MMMM FZT3, TOTZ'T, MMW-7 
MtJ, 1982 MMfiT %fsTM MR^ 10,000 W 

ga 1 tot mm torpt tom % fTq; srrzJ Eft mm" 

Wl RKTO-193 5913-tfT-TOTO MM- 8 2-EM- 81 
2 5-2-82 MM rtMMirTZT Z| TORT $ I 

[tf©TT : 51^-9 5 1-TOM-8 2-MM 3 ] 

S.O. 91.—M/s, Moideen Stores, 39, Maddax Street, 
Vepery, Madras-600007 were granted a Licence No, P/Z/ 
1935913/C/XX/82/M181 dated 25-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel (be licence ex-parte, 

1, * in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the imports (Centrol) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z/193J913/C/XX/82|M|8l 
dated 25-2-82 issued to M/s. Moideen Stores, 39, Maddax 
Street, Vepery, Madras-7 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 
10,000 for April-March 1982 penpd. 

[No. DF|9511AM82|AU-II1] 

«fto mw toTr. 12 , g trztr rtot 

M3TO -12 MTt wtf 10,00T) W RETT mm 
TOTOR TOM % fvTCr srpTiT TOffTR M*5Tf R>- ^TZ- 
1936096-Mf- MWqMM-8 2~EM-81 fTOTMT 6-3-82 

srrzJ fw mrt m i 

MRRMR HMrJ M'MTMR RPR MR^af RfRTR 

% RMWTRgT MTft MmM % MTERIZ RR REM fWT MRT | I 
MM RMETW #T WMfTOfRTOf % RTZ M faTMCM MTOT 
MM MMTO f¥STt£ MM if, REM M MS g’SM MR RMi MMZM 
MMTMf MrfZM srrzt fTOW MM MT fit 25-6-1982 MM 
smFmRMR gMRrf MM 'MMZTZ TO % R7RTR TOTO ^rZM 
fMZlT MMT MTfMM MMT M T \ TO fTOf MCE I RTM 
MTMM TO TOM M7ZM atffMRM f RMErf MT fMR MTjf M 
WTM % MMZM, M S'M TOT % M-TTO ¥ far URtjMR 
MTO Mn'TO TOaTTFT RMTOTO Mr 31TRP RZ REM faiRT 
mmt t «rlz trcffsrzr wiTto to m? fto to mp 

RSTfa fn'MM %MT I 

M, RTMTO (fh'MM'M) 19 55 M>M MTZT 

9 (l) (R) E TORRE RTOT RfRMMZT TO RMTM TOE 
|CJ, MM’Rf MTOM TOlM 12 gMMZTM MZZt Z^IZ, 
M5TM-12 MT MRM-MTO 1982 TO RMfM % fTO WM 
10,000 W git Rwff MM TOMlrT MZM % fTO TOTf 


S.O 92.—M/s. Lucky Stores, 12 Subbaraya Chetty St., 
Madras-12 were granted a Licence No. P|Z|1936096/C/XX,/ 
82/M./81 dated 6-3-82 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 
10 , 000 . 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence bolder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exenisc of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936096/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 6 : 3-82 issued to M/s. Lucky Stores, 12 Subbaraya 
Chetty Street, Madras-12 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April-March 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1263/AM. S2/AU. Ill] 

TOo mo 93.-fTM«fJ RMWMJ TORT, 49, TOMTOMMTOE 
zftM M5TM-1 Mfl TOf 10,000 W gt TOff MM 
MTMTrT TOM % t'TM TOMIM TOTM-7 MSTf Rf- TTSf? 

1 9 3 6 09 7-TO-TTOMMM- 8 2-ER-81 6-3-8 2 

mtzt frorr mto Mr i 

TOMTO MrfM'Vr Mwr m^ehtm stto 

MTMRf % R MT TOM TOZt TOM % Mmr r 

REM fMZir MMT £ I MM RMPTOM ^ RTOZM^TTOn % 
TOZ M fTOTOn TOM MM MMEM ftftsTrf M, qrzf M 
TO grr rrtp MM TO M-TiRr MtfZM RTZ) fFir Mtr m 
fMT 25-6-82 Mff 5Mf%MM Mn'MTl MM MMZM MM % 
MTOTM MMM?i ^TZt fTOT MMT MTrfMM MTT M Z7 E r fTO!' 
MTR I TOT MrM-M Mfr TOCZ TOT SMfMMMM gMMTa % 
fMcr MPT! M RTM T MMZM, M MTM M MMe fzr 
TORMM MTfrfVf MMM MnMt TO'TETrM RMPTOST % ¥t|Mr^ 
RZ REM fMTO MMT I R7Z OM^rZr MrfMM MT Z^ 
TOM M3> MMT MMi’l'M fMMM MIT I 

?r, RTOM (Fmtom) 1955 to hem 9 ( 1 ) 

(tx) % TOM'fM RTOM 'RfM-MMcf TOT RRiM EZM 
RT'rT SETMTOr fSuf 49 M'T v TM' IT r ^f(Z RgTM-1 

Mfl RTO-Mr^f 1982 MTf TTMiR V fTO TOM' 10,00 0 
W g 7 ? RETT MM RTMTM MTO % fTO XfZr %T MR 
tTTOT Rf- TRZ- 19 3608 7TOl'-RMMJMM- 8 2 R M - 
81 fMMrMT 6-J-82 MTf itR^ MfZr Z^, TOMf g I 

[TORT : MHTMi-1 2 4 G-MME- S 2 TO-J- 3j 
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S.O. 93.—M/s. Dhannalakshmi Stores, 49, Narayanan 
Mudali Street, Madras-1 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1936097/C/XX/82/M|81 dated 6-3-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence lias been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports v,hich was not 
genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 25-6-82, As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Tmport Licence has been obtained by frhudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

T, in exercise of the Powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1 Va) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936087/C/XXI82|M]81 
dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s. Dhanalakashmi Storts, 49, Nara- 
yana Mnidali St., Madras-1 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April-March 1982 period. 

INo. DF/1246/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 

wo wrro 94 —niftr 'pirn: sirferq fetf, 47 , 
niTFm *5/?# osrnr-oooooi qit, qqtf 10,000 
cTqr gtj ife w *mncr qfer % ffe; srprnr 
«r‘wr 19 36 00 ^-^^“82 qq-8i 

faqfe 3-3-8 2 ferr pot tt 1 


sqtjw qqqt tfeqqpq aro htti/t 

% inrmd srfe qfe % snrsrK tt srpy fen mu 1 1 
qqrqqn % qqirarfaqqn % ^ t feqrq fife qq 
qqqqr ferrf ?rq % qfef n ^ct ^ 

arqfe nlftn srfe fqrtrr wr «tt fe 25-6-1982 
feqqqq gqqr^ lt sw % qrqiq t?qqt> mfe 
fen nor wifqq qrr 7 ^ ^ ffe -^jtt i 
RTOvr qrr *w qfe sqftqqq gqqif % fer q- ( ^f n 
nnt % q?rcq, if Tn qqq & 115 ^ gqqfe 
fnfe n nnn qqqf qwrnq qqnqqq % nrmT 
qq jtto fwn qqr | nV: tT^^ro qfr r? 

qn.% q;r trtp qfen fefa fer g | 

nrorn () srrfe, 1955 37/ m^r 9(1) 

(q) % Verier srqw w sfeq * 77 % gar, 

ntpsft qr^q wq-rt srrferq fen, 47 , qnmw qfer 
njrw-eooooi nt srqqr-qrq 1982 fe n*rfn 
^ fen qqq 10,000 qqr ^sf qfe qq nrnrn qrfe %■ 
feir qrfe feq qq mfftr nunr qferrq-1936 009 
-nf-nqqrtqq- 8 2-nq- 81 feffe 3-3-82 fe tTcT^ffTTl 
t? qtmr g' i 

[n®n nqj-i loo-ntrq. 82fej3] 

S.O. 94.—M(|s. Mahosh Kumar Provision Stores, 47, 
Narayana Mudaly St. Mudias-600001 were granted a licence 
No. P|Z 1936009IC/XX/82/81 dated 3-3-82 for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 


genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon fbe 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant mean9 and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import licence No. P|Z[1936009|C|XX|82|M|81 
dated 3-3-82 issued to M/s, Mahesh Kumar Provision Stores, 
47, Narayana Mudaly St„ Madras-600001 for Import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April-March 1982 peiiod. 

[No. DF/1100/AM. 82/AU. 111] 


Wo wto 93--*feft ^wtt is qnxtpq 
qm-i qit qqq 10,000 qfef w 

qiro qfe % feiT qrqrq ^rfq'q qwr qt- 
q -qq-1 9 3 6 0 6 3-qr-Fqqoqq- 8 2-Flf- 81 fenfe 6-3-82 
qit iqfe feir qqi «tt i 


qqtfeq rfrfeq /rqq'r ferrrrq jm qq'jq srrqrq 
q: qqntm qqq % mm? r r< qqq ferr qsrr ^ i 
qq qqpqqq % ’qqrqqfqpqr % if feqrq qfe 
qq femr fejrf ^q qfe q? ftr trqr w 
qrara'r qtfer ^nrr fe/r qqr qr fe 25-6-82 qi’t 
Eqfeqq gqqrf qq qqqq qq % qs-qrq (jfe srfe 
feq qqT HFfeq w q t? s fer qp/ 1 srqq qrqq 
q?r qfe feqqqq ^rq«rrf % fenr qrrf q % 
qqrq, 4' qrq q tfije g fe qqqfe wr^r 
q?r(f qqqt ^rqrvi qqrq-qw % wrarT qq snrcq 
fen qqr | nlT trq^itr tqitifa qfr qfe qft 
irqt-qsfer f qqq fer ^ 1 


ff, nrqm (fefer) nrtw, 1955 am, 
9(1) (if) % qnqifq nqn nfa’qfe qq qtfrq qfe 
|tT, qq<qt qrOTir is qrcTqq q;qqr qjrm-i 
qfr qnfn-qt^ 1982 n«rfa % feqrfe io,oooqqr 
qfe qq wer qfe % feq qrd fef qq wr^ofq 
iferr tfr- 193606 3-qr-qqqqqq -8 2-qq-s 1 feife 

6-3-82 qq qq^artt ^ qncai f \ 

[(fer qT-119 e-qqq- 8 2-qq - 3] 


S.O, 95.—M/s. Krishna Traders, 18, Narayana Mudali 
St., Madras-1 were granted a Licence No, P|Z|1936063]C1 
XX/82/M/81 dated 6-3-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 


A s there was B reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel (he licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
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that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fiaudu* 
hint means and lieieby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 

I, in exercise oi the powers vested on me in lerms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order 1955, hereby 
cancel the Impoit Licence No. P!Z|193O603/C/XX/82/M|Sl 
d'lcd 6 3-82 issued to IVf/s, Krishna Traders, 18, Naiayana 
Mudali St., Madras-1 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
foi Apiil-Mnich 1982 period. 

[No DF/1196/AM. 82/AU. ITIJ 

Wo5no 9(5.—fafa fa^TR TRTTSnfFT, 2 o, TTfaF 
l£S(fa faTT-600001 Fi faT 10,000 

fafT FT FlfaT Ffa % far Wfam FTfTT TTfaT 
rfr-TTN 193G08-fa-FfafaT-8 2 r.i-81 ffaTF 

6-3-8 2 TTFt fadT faT 'AT I 

gfafa TfffTT Tfat TTTTTR 5TU FRET 

% Flfa F*T % Fifa* fa Tfaf fFT, far & I 

tt TTiFfa f stfpttFfftt % tU t fasTnr Tfa 
ft fttfi ffarrl ifa ir, faff 4 tt ysz fr itf FTfa 
fafer faff fain: far ft fa 25-6-1 9 82 fa 
faffafa faNN fa Tffa fa FT TFT FT TTFt fa*T 
faff faT fatTT fat T fa F T ffat FIT I faff 
TT,TTfa Ft faF fafrfacf ^Tarrf % far TFT T 

ff TR % fafa, 4 TTT TIT 4 TTfa jf fa faffa-T 
rTTtfar TfaT Tfaf fajTTRT TTFITF % fafaF fa 

Tfa fan far % fa* tfa^ sm Frfa'T ft fa f*t 

fa TF TWIN fafa FTT ifj 

4, TRET (ffarifa) fafaT, 1955 fa HT*T 
9 (1) (tt) % FfaTT TFcT TfaTfaf FT fafar F*4 
JIT, TTfa TfiTfaT Tfa*fa#FT, 22, dltm *[Tvft 
FfF, faTCT-1 Ft TTfaTT-f 1982 Ft fafa % far 
FTT 10,000 FF ^ Ffa FT 'TTFTT F*T F ftfa 
fart fajf tfa Frfafa TffaT fa- 1936068-fa 

TfarFF- 8 2-Ofa 8 1. ffalF 6-3-82 Ft TTF£T*r Ff F*TT 

i 1 

[fan fa 1IF-1202 (T)-TTT-82-^3] 

S.O. 96.—M/s. Mahipal Enterprises, 22, Naiayana Mudali 
Street, Madras-600001, were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1936068/C/XX/82/M181 dated 6-3-82 for import of Diy 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000, 

As, there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to shovv cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up 
tor a personal hearing to explain his case, 1 ant satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
Lmt means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-parle 

I, in exercise of the power, vested on me ill terms of 
clause 9{l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1936068|C/XX/82/M/8t 
dated 6-3-82, issued to M/s. Mahipal Enterprises, 22, Nara- 
yanu Mudali, Street, Madras-], for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April-Match 1982 period. 

[F, No. DF/1202(a)/AM. 82/AU. HI] 


FT° TTo 97 —fafa faF TTfafa fafa T-sfa 1, 

TtfafaT Fjfa faTO-12 Ft TFT 10,-000 FF 

faff ft stret f* 4 % fa? fitttt *rrf4T *mr fa- 

-1936110-fa- rT4T , NT-82TT-81 ffarT 6-3-82 
fa*t TFTT faT TT I 

FFffa' tt£tt TFfr fagrrrvr ft*i tjTjF trrFrT 
50TFTT3' Frct f fa % fatn* tt sttt Eftt ftt o i 
FT TTFTTT % 'TTtTTfafatT F TF T faiiFfT FT4 FT 
FT fa' faisnf 4, Tlfa 4 F| J.T tT^7 
TTTfa FtfaT FRt ffaTT TTT FT fF 22-7-82 Ft sTPfTTT 
gfalt FT TFTT fa % TTTTT TTFt TiFT %r r ttt; 
FTfafT fat T Tf FF fr-TT FT 1 / I TTFt Tfavt Ft 

iFfae ftt faffarfa gfarf % ffaT Trfa t wfa % 

FTfa, 4 ?T FTT 4 TTR ^ fF TTTFT TTf^TT -EFT 

fafa ^faTF STTTFTF % FTTHTTF TT TFT fFTr far 

| fa* ttT^afTTT FT44T f 4 Ffat Ft ttt Tfaj 
ffaT vETt % I 

4, NTTTT (faTfa) TLfa, 1955 fa ETRT 
9 (l) (<T) % ?TRTfT TfaT fa(IFr*t FT TTfa F*4 
gTt, TTfa Tfa TTfTTT fatT, T9TT-1, TtfflPfa Fjfe 
fafa-12 Ft 1982 Ft % fTTCT 

10,000 TTF ^ Ffa FT tfPTET Ffa % fFCf dtlfa 
ffaf fa TntrT Tfal Tt-CTT 1936110-fa-TfaTTO- 

82-TT-8I ffaTF 6-3-82 fa TcT^jm X\ FfaT 

t I 

[tffaT fa C[F-1260-^^iT-82-tTlj; 3j 

S.O. .97.—M[s. Moorthy Provision Stores, No. 1 Ponnap- 
pan Sheet Madras-12 were granted a licence No. P|Z]J936110| 
C/XX/82/M/S1 dated 6-3-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving un opportunity for a 
personal bearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a petsonal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and heteby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the imports (control) order 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P|Zll936110IC/XX/82/M/81 
dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s. Moorthy Provision Stores No. 1 
Ponnappan Stieet Madras-12 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,009 for April-Murch 1982 period. 

IF. No. PF|1260|AM. 82|AU. HI] 

FT* WT* 98.—yfafa Tfa 8, TfaTfaT 

fafa-600003 fa fati 10000 fa $<4 Fvff Ff 
FTTTTT Ffa % fm TfTT'T TTfa'T fasTT fl'-W?- 
193 603 7-fa-faT TFT- 8 2-TT- 81 fTTTF 4-3-82 Flfa 
fFTT faT TT I 
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ris^r rrIt r^ftr stct wpmr f 
rrtrw srrfr rtr % ^rreriT tt stfr Pot jot | 1 
RR siHiuiMd % RRTFrfROTr f Rif f fROTR jr! rt 
vtot f^3Tf If f, qkf & Rf £q qR RRR 
sremfr jftfer Rpft ffqT jot «n ff 22 - 7-82 ft 
^Rfwmr Tfrarf fr rrrt ff % rotr rott wkt 
ff rt jtrt Ri^}f fI rt Rrq 1 srrf rtr?t 

ft pr RTf aqfwqrr tjrrt^ % ffq mf r RTf % 
W, f otrtr f £ ff RqRRT RT^fR rot 
rot rothr rrtwt % stirr <r rot ff rt rrt ^ 
*rk trotf 5tt# ft tot jfrr ft-totr fffr f rt 

t 1 

$, RrrRra; (fwaui) ssn^OT, 195 s fr grcr 9 ( 1 ) 

(IT) % TCdf-T ROT wfEpFlff RT RRtR ROT gq, RRRT 

rrr 5 ^, 8 , q^ROTR Tfte, RTrcT -600003 fr 
Rtff-Rrf 1982 fr sreftr % ffq wj 10,000 rr 
grir qrff rt *itrtr rot % ffq rpct ffq nq rt^rr 
rot fr-^^-i9360 3 7-rrr-qq r irqTO-82-iTTr-8i Pottr 

4-3-82 ft qcf^FT X% ROTT g I 

[rot : ft qqr- 1174-q ttr s2-fr 3] 


S.O. 98.—M/s. Madan Traders, 8, Edapalayaui 8treet, 
Madras-600003 were granted a licence No. P|Z|1936037[C| 
XX/82/M/81 dated 4-3-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to helieve that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chaitercd Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal bearing to explain his caae, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licencp cx-parle 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in teims of 
clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P|Z[1936037|C/XX/S2/M/81 
dated 4-3-82 issued to M/s. Madan Traders, 8, Edapalayam 
Street, Madras-600003 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 
10,000 for Apiil-M'arch, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1174/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


«TT° Wo 99.—RRRT TtTWr irfrf, 43 
TFT RTT T 'Tf, R2TR-600012 ft OTR 10,000 RR 
’J’t 9vTt RT ROTR RTf f ffq tROTR RTtRR ROT 
ht-TOT- 19 3 5 881 -Rr-qRRqRR- 8 2 -RR- - 8 1 fl RtT 

2 2-2-1982 Rlfi fRRT RRf RT I 


RTfRT RI^RR RR<!T "PUT-TOT STri RR^R RTROT 
% RRFTTR Riff OTf % RTRTT R“ RT^R ffiRT t I 
RR RRPRRR % RRI^rPrOT % R^ R iROTR OTt 
1085 Gf/82—15. 


qr irttr rr r rtz? r 50R |q qf 

RRiRT RtfRR Rrfr ffiRT RRT RT % 2 5 - 6-1982 ft 
°RpFRRR ^RRlf RR RRRR f 95 ^ Rfft 
ffRT RRf RTTRR OT R ffRF OTJ I Wtf RTR^T 
ft OTR TRR 3 RfRRRR RRRTf f fRR OT^f R R 7 R % 
OTCR, ff TR RTR R RR/R ^ fT OTJRR RlfRR RRR 
RRRt vtotitr RRFtnrar % RTRix qf stpr ffRr tutt 
t fk qR^JTTT RTOTR ft rrr rr qqr-qflftR 
fRRR RRF f, | 


#, RTRIR (fRRRR) WifR 1955 fl’ RlfT 9(l) 
(q) f TPRtfR ROT STftJRRRt RR 5TRTR RR^T jq, 
R^«ft q'HRfr OTR, 43, RTC7 RTR TtR, R5TTR-600 012 
fr RRR-Rrf 1982 ft RRfR f fRR OTT 10,000 
RRT Rjeff RR RTRIR ROT f %q Rift ffR RR 
stfOTR RRRT Rt-^R-19 35881-Rr-qWqRR-82-qR- 
81 fRRPR 22-2-82 ft qR^TTf fOT |i I 

[rot fr-oR- 912 -qtTR e 2 -qq, 3 ] 


S.O. 99.—M/s. Ponmanl Stores, No. 43, Tank Band Road, 
Madras-600002 were granted a Licence No. P|Z]1935881|C| 
XX|82[M|81, dt. 22-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 
10 , 000 . 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past Imports which w r as not 
genuine, a show cause notice w r as issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, 1 am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent mean* 
and hereby decided to cancel the licence cx-pnrte. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licepce No. P|Z|1935881|C|XX|82|M|S1. 
dt. 22-2-82 issued to M|s. Ponmani Stores, No. 43, Tank Band 
Road, Madras-12 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs, 10,000 
for April-Mnrch 1982 period. 

[No. DF|912|AM.82|AU.IIT] 


RRo Bfn 100.—R^-fr ROTsfr 12, 

RvTRt RfROTR R2TR-600012 fl, RRR 10,000 

OT qiwf RT RIRTR RR^ % ffq R1RTR RTWR 
ROT f193 5 90 4-Rl-qwqRR- 8 2-qR- 81 fifRTRT 
24-2-82 RTft ffRT OT RT I 

RTRTT RT^^R Rdfr TtqTRTR 3Tf RTRTR 

f RRTR'TR RTTf TTR f RTR 1 v R7 rrr fxprrr RRT ^ I 
rr tow f RRiTRiwar f srk Sr ffrRiR qrrR 
TT TFT fOTft qq R, Risf R TTT qFR gq qR RRUf 
RRifr frfrR Rifr ffn rrt rt ff 2 5- 6 -19 8 2 ft 

°RffTRR RT RRRT If % ROTTR RRRt vflft 



U4 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 1, 1983/PAUSA 11, 1904 


f%4i 44i vit% 4 wr ^ T? nrr fen tot i 5rq% 
4r4% %t 4 tx% 34(4444 4441 % % fwq qfef 4 
TOT % TO, if 54 474 % 4<pZ g f47 34444415 % 
444 mfe %itot snrmw % wsr xt xxx f% 4 i 
*nrf | *ftx q?r^5m 415 % 4% x^ 473 % to tT^-^fnr 
f%% %r g i 

ff, smn4 (ferro) 511 % 1955 4 % mxi 9 ( 1 ) 

(T) % IF444 ’Srsr^T ?rflEUff 44 44>I 47X% fir, 

xfeft TOvrewV rW, 12 , 35 % 4144474 %3 w 
12 4% 5144-41% 19S2 5%% 47 f%, 4744 10,000 
447 ^ ’tp^rf 471 *41414 4744 % ff=UT snfl f%4 44 
411144 ITWl < fi , -X43-193 5 90 4-41-444444- 8 2- 
t£4-8 1 144147 24-2-82 471 44441X1 T3 4X41 ft 1 

[%4! 5t <T45-93 5-(T(T4-8 2 -tr!J 3 ] 

SO. 100.- —M/s. Jayalakshmi Stores, 12, Thulasi Naick'en 
Street, Madras-600012 were granted a Licence No. P|Z|193- 
5904JCjXX|82|M|81, dated 24-2-82 for import of Dry >mits 
for Rs. 10,000. 

As there waa a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying theh past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, 1 am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decide to coned the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in leims of 
clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935904|C|XX|82|M|81 
dated 24-2-82 issued to M|s. Jayalakshmi Stores, 12, '11mlasi 
Naicken Street, Madras-12 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 
10,900 for April-MarCh 1982 period. 

(No. DF|935|AM.82|AU-im 

TO TO 101*.— mfefr %3X44 4Tf%4 
fetf, 5 2, 44(4X144 47%f% %3, 4144-21 4%, 

54% 10,000 4*7 tj-i 4741 471 41414 47X4% f% 
41414 415% 4441 4T-543- (93591 2-%TO4WT- 8 2 
% 81 (44147 25-2-1982 4lft f%41 441411 

44^44 4!5% 4441 %r4I4 fflXI 5(5(3% 41414% 
44X144 4T% 4X4 % 4I4TX TO 4X4 f%4T 441 | I 
44 44XTT4 % 514X4(44741 % 41% % <44414 4744 
47T 471X4 feflf 44 %, Tiff % 4g |rt rnp 

471X4 44141 %ff%4 41% f%41 441 41 1% 25-6-1982 
%T 774(4444 3441% 47 r 444T 44 % 47474 444% 3TTT 
f%41 441 375% 44T 4 Xr[ 47X fen 414 I 44% 
414% 4 % 4X3 4Tfe sir(4444 4T4T? % f% 4141 4 
41% % 471X4, % 54 414 % 4^3 g f% 34^44 
414% 444 44fl 44X74 44X144 % TOUT TO' 
4X4 f%41 44! £ 5% 44(57X1 415% %T X^ 47X4 4% 
tT*T %14 f%%4 441 f. I 
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%, 5714(4 (f%444) 41% 1955 4% 41X1 9(l) 
(it) % 5X444 444 xftITOXT 44 %fe 47T% |[tT, 
44%! nr 442X44 4Tf444 TOT4, 5 2, 4414X144 

44144 TOTS, 4574-21 47f 5144-47% 19 82 47! TOlftf 
% (44, TO4 10,0 0 0 447, 4741 44 5(1414 4X% 

% f 4 x nrfr fei 44 xwi %ri fi- 543 - 1935912 - 

4f4744XW-82-t74-81 fedfe 2 5-2-8 2 44 4455m 

47T4T g I 

[4441 ffer;- 9 4 9 - 4 x 4 - s 2 -m 3 ] 

S.O. 101.—M/s. Sri Venkatanunana Provision Stores, 52, 
Sanjevaiayan Koil Street, Madras-21 were granted a Licence 
No. P|Z|193J912|C|XX|82|M|81, dated 25-2-82 for import 
of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel tire licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
healing on 25-6-82,' As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z| 1935912|C|XX|82|M|81, 
dated 25-2-82 issued to M|s. Sri Venkataramana Provision 
Stores, 52, Sanjevarayan Koil Street, Madras-21 for import 
of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DP 19491 AM 82IAU.I1I] 

44° TO 102 . —T%r?f tmy jxf444 
7314, 3 8, 41X144 444! felT, 4514 44 TOT 10,000 
447 4741 471 41414 47X% % fax 41414 41544 

4441 fr-553-193 60 5 8-4r-444-444- 8 2-44- 8 1 fetfe 

5-3-8 2 4m f%41 441 41 I 

34444 41344 4-fet %TO44 534 5(7414 

% 44X1T4 4r% 4TX% % TO4X 4T 4X4 f4741 441 % I 
34 441414 % 5T41X4f%474I % 41% % f%4414 4X4 
44 xm-T fejlf fef 4, 4fef% 44 f3% %rr rrtp 4Tm 
44141 4lf%4 mfl f%4l 441 41 f% 2 5-6-82 %1 
34(4X44 ^4415 41 444X %% % T?4T4 4441 41% 
f%4r 441 4T5%4 441 4 T? 4X fen 414 I 44% 414% 

%T 7LC3 47T4 5414444 ^44lf % fTO 4|%f ff Xfr% 

% 41X4, % 34 4!4 % 4^ § f% 34%44 473% 
444 4451 4731414 441444 % 5T741T T*' 4141 feXT 
447 % 5fr x?r^msn^#Fr %1 t? 4rr%%r o^-xtiflTr 
fferfe 44T i i 

%, 511414 (f%44) 5U%4, 195 5 %! 54X1 9(l) 

(m) % tfeffer 4544 nxfel 4T% TO, 

4%>fr 'T44 xrt3 411447(4 T3T%, 3 8, 4TTI44 444! 
3313, 4T14 44 444-444 1 9 82 %I 44TJ % f%4 
444 10,000 447 tjt 47%1 44 5T1414 4X% % 



115 


»rra( tt l, 1983/qVr 11 , i904 


[ftf II— 3 (ii)] 

_ - L 


fttt fFF ff fifff fw Ff-^tRr-iydbuss-ftr- 

fTTT-tTifF-82-<TF-Sl iFTTh 5-3-32 Ft FFXgT'T Tf 

ftft f i 

[#SFf fr ttf- 1 3 S 0 - mTR- 8 2-FF 3 ] 


S.O. 102.—M/a Ilincsh . nd Provision Stoics 38, Nat-.- 
yana Mudnh Street Madras were granted a l.ceiuc No. P]Z| 
1936058|C|XX|82|M|81, dt. 5-3-1982 foi import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. lt>,0t>0. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate cei lifting their post imports which vs as not 
genuine, a show caai„ notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cuisc why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence going an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6-82. Aj the piuty did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his c.ue, I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decided to cancel the licence cx-parte. 

I, in excicise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P|Z|1936058|C|XX]82|M|81. 
dt. 5-3-1982 issued to M/s Ramtsh and Piovision Stoics 38, 
Narayana Mudaly Street Madras for import of dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,OCX) for April-March 1982 period. 

[No DF|1180|AM.82|AU Ilf] 


'KTe FTo 103.—F(#»jfr FWT FTTFFF 
2 4, iT^r^TFT pfiT, ^TST^T-1 2 ‘FT FFF 10,00 0 
FF FFT FT FPiTT FTF F fair FTFIF FT2FF 
F’stiT <frF¥T-1 9 3 61 1 2-^ HTFFTJFF- 8 2FHT- 81 fedTF 
6-3-82 FTfT fTFT Flf FT I 


FTFFf FTFTF FFTT spliTTsT SPT TfF^F FTFTF F 
FFFFTF FTTT FT?T F STTOTT TT FOF fFFf FFT P I TF 
FFP'T'TF F FFTTdfFFFT F FIX if fFkfiM Fvft FT 
FTTF flFTHI ^ F, Fl€f F F» •J15F |fT tTF FP'F 
FFPFT FTfcF 4Ai fFFT FFT FT fT 2 5-6-1982 FT 
“FiFTFF F^FFD! Fi 5TFF-* F FFFTF FFFf FTfT 
fFFT FFT FTFTF FIT F T^ FT f<TFT FTF | FFF 
FlFtf FT vPF." F"*F FffFTFF TJFFi^ F fvftr Fief F 
F7F F FfF, F ?F FfF F F^e f TF SF'-fFF 
FT^F FFF FFFi FUiFFT FF1WT F WTi'-r F^ 
FFT fFFT FFf f FP' t^FFFtFT FT2FF Tf Tp fi.TF 
ft FF-TSTf‘1 fFF'F FFT Z I 


ft, FTFTT (fftFFF) sriFF, 1 95 5, F( FIT! 9(1) 
(rr) F TPF’i'T FTF - FfJTFT FT FFPT FtF |F, 
FtNf F^FT FtfFFf TJiF, 2 1, F-fFaFTT FfPF 
F2TF-12 Fi FFF-FIF 198 2 Fi FFftf F PITT F r fF 
10,000 FF fpj FsTl FT F1FTF F“*F F tFF 4Fl 
Iff F4 FIFftfF FF4T FKFJ-1936 1 1 2Fff-FTFFFF- 
8 2-T^F- 81 fcFTF 6-3-8 2 FT FF?ffl v r d-rFT p\ 

[FFTT ffFF-1 2 6 5-FFF- 8 2FF 3] 


8.0. 103.—M/s Lakshmi Piovjaion Stores, 24, Solya Pem- 
mal lsoil Street, Madras, 12 were granted a Licence No. P|Z| 
1936112|C|XX|82|M|81, dated 6-3-82 for import of Dry 
plants for Rs, 10,000. 

As theie was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should n °t be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
pcisonal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied "that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decided to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in excicise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
s ncel the Import 1 iMcucc No P|Z| 1936112|C[XX|82M|81. 
dated 6-3-82 issued to M|s Lakshmi Provision Stores, 24, 
Solva Penimal Koil Street, Madras, 12, for import of Dry 
Pnuis for Rs, 10,000 for April-hfarch 1982 period. 

[No. DF[1265|AM.82|AU.Iir] 

Ffo *Tfw 104/ —FFFi FFF FTTT, 20, ^ 
FJTc, FWTT, FJTRT-600012 FT W? 10,00 0 FF 
■JN FFT Fl FTFTF TA'ft F (TTF FFiTF FTSFF F5FT 
fr-^2:- 1 9361 1 9Fff-FTffiTFT-82-tTF-8 1 fTFlF 6-3-82 
FTT) fFFr FFT FT I 

TTFT f TTi^F FuFl NNITTF 3TTT FIFrri F 

FFTfiTA Tfpff r h y'rf F WiinT FT FRf fel 

Fir P I FIT FFTFFF F FFIT-iIfftIT 4 FT if 

fmm F'tF FT FTT°f FF F, F[€f ft' ^ 

Fit of F1TF FrirFT Flferi Flff iFFT FFf Fr fF 
2 5-6-1982 FT ^FtFfF'I ^nFlt FT FFTTT FT F 
FfFR( FFFT FTfr fFFT FFI F1FFF FIT F Ti( FT 
kFf FffT I FTri FiF?T FT TF3 FTF ^rfFfFa (JFFi 
F firr FTtff F tirft F FT'F, ft' ?F FTF ft f, 
fF FTFFT F15FF fiFrT FFaT ^PFIFFT FFFRvf F 
A7FR' F'f STIFT fFFl FFT t FT'T F-fTdPT FTFFF Ff T^ 
F^F FT TTF FufR friFF %FT | I 

F, ’/flFTF (ftfiRF) FIFF, 195 5 Fi TTTTT 9(l) 
(VT) F 5TFFF FFvT FlFFIFt FT SRL1F FT^ JF, 
FF'Fl FFF TTTT, 20, TIJ ffiz, STTFjfl, FSTTF-600 012 
Ff F^F-FTF 1982 Ft FFftJ % fvTF FTF 10,000 
FF TvFT Fr FIA ITT FTF % f<F( FTTT fFF FF 
Fi^fF FFTT Fi-T[FT-19 361 1 FTfi-FFFT'TF-82-FF-81 
fFFTF 6-3-82 FT (TF^T-'T FTFT f, I 

(FSFT TTFF -1 2 6 7-FtTF- S 2 -tNJ 3 ] 

S.O, 104.—Ihanpam Store, 20, New Street, Otten, Mad- 
ias-600012 were granted a Licence No P|Z] 1936119IC/XX/ 
82|M|81, dated 6-3-82 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 
10 , 000 , 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accoun¬ 
tant ccitilicatc certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder 10 show cause why actiOD should not be taken 
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to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 25-6*82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
Cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1936119|C[XX|82|M|81, 
dated 6-3-82 issued to M/a. '1 hangam Stores, 20, New Street, 
Ottori, Madras-600012, for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 
10,000 for April-March 1982 period, 

[No. DF|1267[AM.82IA0.1II] 

H!fo 10 5.—F#«ff *P£EWft t^RTST^TTP, 

51, TIT PET FTTP RSTTP-1 TT RR .10,000 

dr T>m Tr ttt % f*pr totttp ttttftt 

183 600 6-Tr-FWF7F- 8 2-FF- S 1 fortT 
3-3-82 Tier fwr FAT TT I 

THEFT HTSFTT FT'fr HTflTET sTITr VFQTn 

% TTrTTT TrfP ttt % sputr qr stf-p ftnpp fat 

% I TOT SPFmff % TFiTTfFTTP % TIT ip ftVFITP 

ttt "frr titf ferrl Yr TP, qp# tp f? ^tp ^ 
ft rtTrTT - Ten vtf Ttr>T Trfr fftpr fat *rr ft 2 5-6- 
1932 F?P sTfetETF TT/TTlt TT SPFTPT ^P % TiTTT^ 
TFTP TTTP ftFP FTP HTfFTP Wf T TT fon 
TPF I tTTT FTFT Tt TW tfiTF sqft ,FT FFFrf % 

f-TsT Fftf F 5DF % FTTF, t ^TP FTPP TP TEJCZ g ftp 

- tt4ft tts^t ftt TT-fr vrarmrar % muR 

qr TFT ftFP TAT I WtT l^fflTr TlTftT *ffP T% 
TP ft qrfffw t>m tttt g 1 

ff, TrrtjTcr (ftFsTF) tpiTtip, 1955 ft http 9 ( 1 ) 

(it) % FRYcP STFTT ’EfftmTi FT STTT FTTP gF, 
TftsfP TgTvrwr 51 FRm tjrwr t^R, 

FJTTTP-600 001 FT 1982 Tf ST*pftl % 

^TF 10,000 FT ^ FwfP TP WfFPF F>TF T fair 
TITf fTF TPP^TP TEWP r ff O - l 9 3 6 0 0 6-TTf-FFTrFR - 

82-^T-81 fstTfT 3-3-8 2 TP ^ TVFT g I 

[TPWP : STFT- 1 1 0 5 -FTTTf 8 2-FF 3 ] 

S.O. 105.—M/s. Mahalakshmi Enterprises, 51, Narayana 
Mudali Street, Madras-1 were granted a licence No. P/Z/ 
1936006/C/XX/82/M/81 dated 3-3-82 for import of Dry 
fruits for Rs. 10 , 000 /-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence han been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing cm 25-6-1982, As the party did not turn 
up for a personal Hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import T icence has been obtained bv frau¬ 
dulent means and heiebv decide to cancel the licence ex- 
parte. 

I, in exercise of be powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955. here¬ 
by cancel the Import Licence No, P/Z/1936006[C|XX|82| 


M/81 date 3-3-82 issued to M/s. Mahalakshmi EntcrpriseSj 
51, Narayana Mudali Street, Madras-600 001 for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 petiod. 

[No. DF/1105/AM. 82/AU. IIIJ 
FsPTP, 15 3PTJFT, 1982 

tt°fpt° lOfl.—iwrY FHTFflr 184, 

iftFPW fft Fimp -600112 ft fr 10,000 ft 

TePP TT ?rrFTff T fvPT ?TRTtT TEMPT *fV- 

T^-l 93591 7-Rf-tTW trtRT-82-FR-81 fTTt'P 25-2-82 
TTTf fTtIT W «TT I 

TTTTd TITHTT TTTT T-TTiTT gTTT '•fTjT tHFid 
T HKFEPer TITP TTT T TTTETTT 9C RTTf jT9T FTP 
i ttp TrmTff ^ srTHirfqTTr % ttY: if fTWHp 
TT% Tf TITR ^ TP, TT^f TP Tg ^ gtr 

tfT TiTR ^fnrpf TffsTP TTTP fTTP TAT «TT f=fi 22-7-82 
qft JTfTTTcT TP TTTTTT TT % TTdTT TffTP Trfr 

fTAT W TTTCfTT W 7 T^?T ft AT TTT I siqip *TPH% 

TT PR TTT ‘=FrftcETbr ^■XTf T f'TF Tiff T STEP 
% T1TT, if ?TP TPfT TP TTfCj g ft TT^ff Tr?HT 

qRiP tert fEsTqTH Fm'jrrrt % imnr qr Tirn foqr 
JiRp | «tYt FrT^iirr Tr^F tt ttt tt f^,- tr^ftp 
$TdT g i 

SEPETTiP (fTftR) irriw 195 5 Ti 0RT 9(l) 
(f) % xiffEtfr 5p?fp vtmnxi TP Jftft TRT |F, 
F#«ff TFrFP FRTSPPTiTF, 184, TTY, FIPTP- 

6000112 TP, 1982 TP *Epfa % fTF 

^q# 10,000 tpt qpepr tt mFT?p Tcip % fHr 

TKP fTF FF vriCRF TpSFP qP TT -1 9 3 5 9 1 7-TPr- 
PrtfTP F7F-8 2-FF-81 ftdTq> 2 5-2-82 qfp Fd^{3T <T 
FTfiT g I 

[TPWT it tfT- 9 5 5-Pp 8 2-F^ 3] 

Madras, 15th October, 1982 

S.O. 106—Mis. Swamy Enteiprises, 184, Sydcnbams 
Road, Madras-600112 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
J935917/C/XX|M|81 dated 25-2-82 for import of Dry 
1-ruits for Rs 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
Licence has been obtained by producing a Charterd Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by frau- 
dulant means and hereby decid- to cancel the licence ex- 
partr 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control Order, 1955, here¬ 
by cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z| 1935917|C/XX/82/ 
M/81 dated 25-2-82 issued to M/s. Swamy Enterprises, 184, 
Sydenhants Road, Madras-600 112 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000/- for April-March, 1982 period. 

[F. No. DF/955/AM, 82/AU. Ill] 
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wo wto io7.—*mr ^T<TT'jff 41 I 444 mt, w®n 
38,7%%7%T4 7t7, 43T4-1 2 4% *74 10,000 74 *$£ 
44 % 4r 4r4r7 4*% % fr-i *tr4f4 *rr?44 4541 4(- 
44-1 9359347ft 574577-82-54-81 f5414 29-2-82 

417% f<fl4T 441 *TT I 

47^74 4T?#4 447 % thttrt sr 445 % writ 
4 447447 Rfr 47% % wrun: q7 41*4 f%4i 44r 
11 3R 74447 % sFnTrrfHtiT % 7r% % (4444 
47% 41 4 m fcgrf 44 Tr€f it 47 5 ®% 55 
n.4 4m snmfr 4%f%4 777% f%4T 44i4r f4 30-7-82 

4% 34f7447 4471J 4C '44'47 44 % 774r4 744% 71%% 
f%41 441 41T44 74% 4 X\ 47 f%4T 415 I 474 4T44 
44 77^7 47% 5qfT44.T 4%R1^ % f%5 714% 4 4T% % 
4174, % 44 414 4 41*7 i f4 7'4f74 4T444 444 

441 % 44rm4 741447 % ttu* 77 744 f44T 44T | 

4%7 51^3171 4TS44 4% 474 44 44 7£;fr4 f%44 

%41 i I 

%, 74414 (f4474) 4T34 -1955 4% HT7T 9(l) 
(4) 4 74444 744 7rfa4T7T 4T 74%4 47% |4, 
4%«fr 4I4r%T 7Tt444 741%, 4441 38, %%%44%4 7%?, 
4414-12 4%, tr%7-9T% 1982 7% STlfft % f%5 77% 
10,000 44 q/t 44% 4T 7T4T4 47% % f%5 7R% 
f%>4 44 4I7/T4 4471 7% %7-1935 93 4-4f 474-474- 8 2 
77-81 f?4T4 29-2-82 4% 5473171 <.? 4741 gl 

[4441 ii 74-98 2-5 54 S 2-4-^ 3] 

S.O. 107.—M/s. Balaji Provision Stoics, No. 38, De- 
mcllows Rond, Madras-12 were granted a Licence No P/Z/ 
1933934/C/XX-/M/81 dated 29-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Ra. 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show Cau»c why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 30-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case. I am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by frauduiant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 

I. in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9Cl)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 155, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No P/Z/1935934|C|XX|M[8i 
dated 29-2-82 issued to M/s. Balaji Provision Store*. No. 38, 
DemeHows Road, Madras-12 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10.000/- for Aprli-March, 1983 period. 

TF. No. DF/982/AM. 82/AU. UIJ 

TTToWTo 108.—4%?7t 74T7 f44, 3, 444 547 
r £%4, 43T4-60000 3 4% *74 10,000 44 44% 

41 4%4T4 47% 4 f%4 4r7T7 41444 4447 7%-%4 

19360 53-4T 1(74 474-824*4-8 1 f%lt4 5-3-82 4T7r 
f44T 44T 4T I 


47^74 4TJ44 4441 TPirTTT 3171 *J45# 4T4T4 

4 744474 417% 47% % 74417 77 7F4 f441 441 
% I 44 44T477T % 44l74f4441 4 41% 4 f44414 
47% 41 4174 fs471$ %% 4, 7T%T 4 44 'J45% §5 

74 4174 44P4T 4%f44 4I7T f441 441 4T f4 20-9-82 
4% S4f%44rt 5441? 77 4447 %% % 74414 444% 4T7T 
f44T 441 4T?44 74% 4 47 f441 415 I 717% 4T4vT 

4T 77*3 47% S4f7444 544lt % T%T7 7l€f 4 711% 

4 4174, % W 4T4 % ^ f4 47474 4W%4 

444 44%! %^T7T4 44T474 % 47417 77 7F4 f44T 
441 | 4%7 54^4 T7T 41744 4% 7^ 47% 4% OT> 7sflT4 
f%°t4* 44T ^ I 

%, 4r4T4 (f%44<4) Wl%tiT 1955 4% 4171 9(l) 
(5) % 4RT44 444 4(77771 77 4414 47% 55 , 

44NV 74T4 f44, 3, 444 %4T 45T4-600003 

41, 474-414 1982 4% 44f7 4 f'74 474 10,000 
44 4/4 44% 4T 41414 474 4 f40 417% f%% 4% 
41444 4541 7%-4'8T-193 605 3-4%-tT74 574- 82 54-81 

K414 5-3-82 4% 54^3171 7^ 4741 f, I 

[454r %( 54-1178-5 54 82-5 5 3j 

S.O. 108.—M/s, Ashok Traders, 3, Kesava Iyer Street, 
Madras-600 003 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/19360J3I 
C/XX/82|M|81 dated 5-3-82 for import of Drv Fruit* for 
Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there wa» a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a'Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past import* which wa* 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was Issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 20-9-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence ha s been obtained by frauduiant 
means and hereby decide to cancel (he licence ex-partc. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P /Z/1936053 /C/XX18? IM181 
dated 5-3-82 issued to M|s. Ashok Tradcis, 3 Kesava Iyer 
Street. Madras-600 003. for import of Drv Fruits for 
R-s. 10,000/- for April-March, 1982 period, 

[F. No. DF/1178/AM. 82/AU. HI] 

77o4To 109-—4%N% J 7%%%4T4T T7%4,4541 32, 
4T4( 4^7, 4414-6000 01 4% wf 10,000 44 

4/4 44% 41 4T414 47% % f%5 4T4T4 41544 4541 
7%~%4-193 589 5-4V-574 574-82-54-81 f%4T4 23-2-82 
4T7V f441 441 41 I 

47474 41#7 44%% %4rT7T4 JT7T ^ 45 % 4T4T4 
4 74P474 4T7( 47% 4 41417 77 4F4 f441 441 
| I 44 44T474 % 44R4f444T % 41% % f4?4T4 47% 
41 4174 %% 4, THff 4 47 ^41% |5 54 4174 

44T4T 4%f%4 4T7T f44T 44T 41 f4 24-9-82 4% 
S4f%444 4/T4lt 41 4447 %% % 7JRT4 444% 
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fW TO HTffe # ^ ^ TT fen fife I fife 4T4T 
FT LTO fife afipRPIfi ^TOrf F ffe TT?f fi fife 
% FF.fi, fi TO fife fi TO/fi | fe TOR TO RTTTO 
tor wfe hftrto tot rtf f tott qr rpr fan 
toi % fife ijcitjttt rtto-t ft ftr ft to qrfeR 
few fecTT f, i 

Jr, to (fefefi) rtto 1955 ft nrr y(i) 

(fe) % fiTOfifi fiTH fiffiFFT FT fifife F'fe ?fe, 
TORT sftffefeT. Fife fen 32, Fife fefl fefe, 
nsTff-eooooi ft fifer-trfe 1982 fV wfer % fafe 
TTR 10,0 00 FF gfe Frit Fr ITT-TIT FT7 % fefe 
rft fe:$ to fifefer iw n-fifi-i935895-fe- 
OFT 077-82-77-81 ffeTF 23-2*82 FT OTOaTTI 
T$ FTfiT £ I 

[So feTTqs/ 859 /trqTr t,2/fefi 3] 

S.O. 109.—M/s. Srinivasa Stores, No. 32, Kasi Chetty 
Street. Madras-600 001 were granted a licence No. P/Z/ 
1935895/C/XX/82IM|HI dated 23-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rj. 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by production a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which wa» 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for ai 
personal Hearing on 24-9-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal Hearing to explain his case, am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-partc. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) fa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955. here 
by cancel (he Impott Licence No. P|Z|1935895|C|XX| 
82/M/81 dated 23-2-82 issued to M/s. Srinivasa Stores, 
No. 32, Kasi Chetty Street, Madras-600 001 for import of 
Dry Fruits for R». 10,000.- for April-March, 1982 period. 

INo. DF/859/AM. 82/AL’. ITl) 

i 

(ftfoWfoUO.—?fefiT A "-Nil FTfefeTO, 14, fife- 
ffeR fefe, fifife-600 001 F> TO? 10,000 TTF 
qfei ft fifefe fto f fro mms nfafe rtot qfa 
fifi-193 5 864-fefenfenr-8 2-fe-81 ffifitF 23-9-82 
RTC. fFRT TOT n I 

totrto sims toft rrttr ski RFfe nm 
% TOTfiTO rttt ftt % rtrf qr tor fen. to 
£ I fifi TOTfiTO F fifiPRfaFcTT F TO*: 7 feTOH 
Ffe FT LTTW fenf fe S, Tfef 7 TO ^ ftr 
Ip; FrCfi HfLimt RTfafi fifTT feTl TO fil fe 2 3-9-82 
BffT sfiffeTO Ijwfe Fi fiRTO fe $ qrffiT^ R7FT 
Rifr feqr to firnfe to r tj ft fen no i fife 
fipfe fe Cil FTR nffeRR ^TOI % fife 71 fa R 
fife % FTTfi, Jr 2(7 TO t 7Rfe f, fe TOTRTO RF- 
fe fTfl RRRT 7RTTT7 TO^lfe % feUfe IT HPT 


fedT TO I Life Hlfe*T fe \% sXs fe rnp- 

7 fife fdfe-T feir t I 

Jr, ficrra qrrfefe 1955 fe su\ 9 ( 1 ) 

(T) T fisfTfi ifm^TXi SJ fefe T.fe |tr, 

fefe fexiJi TrferfeR, 14, fefifroi Fjfe, TreTir- 
600001 fe fefe--qfef 1982 fe Wfe ifi ffe 10,000 
W life 4.1 mfilT 4 fere ^fev ftfe fe 

"Trefe fen 'fife'?-193586 4-fe-fePL n;»PT-82-fe-8 1 
fefi.T 2 3-9-82 fe n.fedm Tf 4“fif % I 

[fe fl LI 74-894-77 ife b2fe T 3] 

S.O. 110.—M/s. Narendra Corporation, 14-lhoIaaingam 
Street, Madras-600 001, were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1935864/C/XX|82-M|81 dated 23-9-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there was a icason to believe that the above import 
licence.has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which wa* 
not genuine. A Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not 
Fc taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 23-9-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise ot the powe^ vested on me in terms of 
Claus® 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, here¬ 
by cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935864|C|XX|S2| 
M/81 dated 23-9-82 issued to M/s. Narendra Corporation, 
14, Tholasingam Street, Madras-601) 001, for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000/- for April-March 1982 period. 

iF. No. DF/894/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


TOWT" 111-fefe fiTOTOT STKS EfiRTT, 73, feTTOT 

Wfe Lffe, Wfe-600001 fe ^fe 10,0 00 fiT ^ 

fifet TT -TOFT TTri % f'fe TOFf SVSSS fe/T fit 
19 3 5 6 8 7 fe TWOfeT-8 2feF-8 1 19-2-32 

TOt fefiT TO «TT I 


fi'Tfe-f firfrife qfe'i fenurm tth sthtt 
4 STOTO ^rife WT 1 4 SfSlT fe TFT feLr TOT I I 
fiT TfiTHTfi % WLFTi'fi LTr % TK if feJTVfi qrfe 
WS Wf fTTlt fe 7, fife fe^ ’JST^t rr^ ^pefi 
TSUtT filfefi fife fe T LT TIT fiT fe 2 3-9- 8 2 FT fefi Tfe 
fefirf 41 TffifiT fe 4- 7TO7; fin FT fife' i LTl Tfif 
fiffefi fi T7; FT fe Lf fire I fi'TT RTfifi FT LTfi FT4 

fifeTS % fer-1 fife fi fife F FRT, f) 

fiTfi S fi fF fiTTT T fiffefi TfiT FTtT fiTLTffi 

fifiNTTfi F fiffiTT TT TFT fFT( FOT | fife F?T?- 
nrr fifefe ft t^ F'fe FT utFTfif t fefe fitr 

s' 1 

t, fiTOfi (ffefifi) fifefi 19 5 5 fT yrrr 9(l) 
(fe) % TFife fiTTT fifeFTTT FT fifife FTT ffi, 
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37*47 sr^nfnr^ stirt ^rc, 73 , truer Rjfaf 
W*t 600001 77 srsfa-trfa 1982 fa srTfa % fa^ 
E 77 10,000 tr qom 77 mnm Rfa % fa*; rr4 

faf 77 RT?(fa *T®Tr 77, 193 5 867 71-773*77- 

8 2-113-81 falfa 19-2-82 7R >fa^LT R^ Triff f I 
[30 j'rorqj 89 5 cr.rrf ttjt 32 73 3 ] 

S.O. 111.— PraLashmal Khnrat Kumar, 73, Naiayana Mu- 
dali Street, Madias-6o0 U01 veic granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1935867/C/XX/82/M|Xl dated 19-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant CertiJ|Bte certifying their post imports which was 
not genuine, a™how Cause Notice was issued calling Upon 
the licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 23-9-82, As the .party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing t) explain his case 1 am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and hereby decide to cancel th© licence cx-partc. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1933, here¬ 
by cancel the Import I iccnce No. P/Z/1935867/C/XXI82] 
M[8l dated 19-2-82 issued to M/s. Prakaslimal Bharat 
Kumar, 73 Narayana Mudali Street. Madras-600001 for 
import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000/- for April-March 1982 
period. 

[No. DF/ft95/AM. 82/AIL ILl) 
ttowto- 112—Tfa 6 Tuift 

RSTTT 1 Jfft 10,0 00 77? ^ Wf 77 5TPTT7 

*F»?r % fa* ’srrtrifr Rnfafa nfar 'ft #y-i 93 605 6 
^fV-tRT^trepT- 8 2 -VTT- S 1 fafTT 5-3-19 82 RR’f fair 
771 71 I 

rtrtt rrrztfw 77?r *mrvHg to Trfa 777(7 % 
TBTRTvr Rlfr 7 T 7 5jT7TR 7' 5TFT faTr £ I 
77 JDTRm % £(7R-1 falRT W- 7TR if fanr* 7R7 77 
RTT-Rtp fajr# 5r, q-fsT i) iff o'/ 777 77 rr 

77777 Rlffa RrfhTTTr 7 IT Rf fR 20-5-82 Rfarfaf- 

77 13771$ tt ^rtr %7 tp irttr rtttrri fair tot 
wt t tr i 7 rr rt* i sntn* riri fa iw 

7R7 etrftppffT 777i$ 7 fall if 717 7 TfaR, 77 
tth ji fa iRfan 7R=r trti faarqiR rrfr- 

7 W zp VT Err- 9-7 5TfR faff if '71 t faZ n-Tljnr 

vTRlfa fa 7? RR7 fa fT-p-erffffa ffafa Rif f I 

it, ?tT7T7 (fafaif) UUfatT 19 5 5 fa STTH 9(l) 
(li) % ?T? faff SRcR TfaFRI 77 77T7 7R7 

fa fa 7 hr fzfa, o, T.ifa farfl *£&, 7717 - 6.55551 

fa, wfar-tlfa, 19 8 2 fa CiRfa 97 fail wfa 10,055 

iff r ^rmr-i ~w. fa-7 enrr ffa 

ITR vTi^flT 9 ffa?- 1 6 3 60 5 6-rfi-n/Fj u^ftT- 8 2- 

7iT-8lfadfa 5-3-148 2 ^t i^ef^RT ^ \ 

[rt o ftF'F-11 1 7-IRT-8 2- rR T 3] 


S.O. 112,—M/s. Bombay Traders, 6, Kasi Chetty Street, 
Madras-1 were granted a licence No. P/Z/l936036, ! C|XX| 
82/M/81 dated 5-3-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there was reason to believe that the above import 
licence iias been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why aciion should not be taken 
Co cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 20-9-82, As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain hi s case, T am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained bv fraudulent mean* 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 here¬ 
by cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936036IC|XX|82I 
M/Rl dated 5-3-82 issued to M/s, Bombay Traders, 6, Kasi 
Chotty Street, Mndras-600001 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000/- for April-March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1177/AM. 82/All HLf 

TTe*rTo I 13-5 8, 

frtitt ijsvft *fte, iTm-600001 tt ft? 10,000 
iiFF ffa Tfaf TT WRlTdr T7 : t ^fart^TfiTcT fal 

193 5856-*fr i^FT'FFI 82 7T-81 fa=ffa 19-2-82 

Tfirt fan inr nr i 


tteNt qrfan n-rff nRrvr-T zru 'ttr trmT % 
wrrft ifiRri % tnsnR tt srr c T farr >ur t i 
“(i Tirmn % % nrt ir Pfirrr-T trt tt 

E FR a T ffajfa Tr€f q T 7F TR'iT 

nnmr nrRri snfrfain irfr mfa 23 - 9-82 vr -rfaf- 
gFTif tt rr-'raR % tnnfa ttft 'fri fatrr iror 
Riw'n Ttfr n fiR farr 1 ?fa( nnrn ^rr 
TTT atrfair-,' q-TTlt % fao TiZ? T fiT/ T TfCT, % Rfi 
sfirf n rfge g fa nizno Ri nrifr r-uttr 

mrpiprs sfi 3 nsrn: r R ufr fa'rr ’rrr % srtz 7 ^- 

5Rf rtiRRW Tf Rf TR'l Rt TiT 72ITT fa if f R7f 


Jr, strh (fannn) snfa 1955 faf yrzr 9 ( 1 ) 
(tr) % Wrtf^ff 7777 WfafiTfr Rf TTTfi 7777 f 7 , 0'qffaJ 
RZRrfajj, 6 7, 'TR;jt' , i ijfal fafa, nsTtr- 60 0 001 
77 ), tf^n-rfTTf 1 68 2 77 'r FfTtn % fa 1 FTq’ 10,0 00 
^77 7,iff 'IT WFOTri TT7 % faT Rffa fan 77 

r i '-77-193535 6-7V-7771177- s 2 n ,' 7 i'- 8 1 

farfa 19-2-82 firi TfaSTCr Rf R7RTT | I 

[(To Ti 77-891-Ti 77 8 2-7JJ] 

S.O. 113.—M/s. Surendia Enterprises, 87, Naryoua Mudali 
Sheet Madras-600001 were granted a licence No. P|/,| 19358561 
C IXX|82|M|81 dl. 19-2-82 for import of dry fruits for 
Rs. 10000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered accountant 
certificate certifying their past imports which was not genuine, 
t i show cause noLioe was issued calling upon the licence 
holder to show cause why action should not be taken to 



120 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 1, 1983/PAUSA 11, 1904 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal hearing 
on 23-9-R2 As the Party did not turn up for a personal 
hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the above 
import licence has been obtained by fradulant means and 
hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 

I. in exercise of the powers vesled on me in terms of clause 
9( 11(a) of the imports (control) order 1955 hereby cancel the 
import licence no, P|Z|1935856|C|XX|82|M|81 dt. 19-2-82 
issued to M|s Smendra Enterprises 87 Narayana Mudali 
Street-Madras 600 001 for import of dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF/891/AM. 82/AU. ITI] 
F2FF, 3^, 1982 

VToWTo 1140-19^ FF ?TcF FTTFT^?rF, FFFT- 11, 

fift mnu -1 ft ff? i 0,000 fir FFf . 

FFf FT SfPTET FTT % fF/ *TTFTF FT^F% FSFT F% 
193 5 875-^-trq^grr^g--8Z-'TH'-S 1 feFfF 22-2-87 
Frrt Ffft fft «n i 

FTSTTF Fufi ^OTFET ITTT 3JFJF WWTZ1 7 
^FTFFF FlO FTF % STTtTTT FT STF fFFT FFT | I 
FF JTFTFFF % ^FTTS*fFFFT F FT F flT/tF FT/ Tf 
•RTF fcFif ^ (f, Fr^T F FZ ftri/F ff<ut FfPFT 
FTfcF FTfT fFFT FFT FT fF 15-10-82' FT ^FflFFcT 
FFFTsT FT ttFFT TF % F7FTf[ FFFT FKt fFFT TFT 
ft^hf fft F Tt/ FT foil FTP | tr-M ftff FT pqrr 
FT^, *FpFEEl gTFTf F ftr<T FTcff F FIT F FTTF, 
ff *F FET F F^T | fF TEfra vrr^F FFF FF*fi 
fftiftf ffiftf % fwt ft tef f&rr mr | s^t 
/F/3T7T FTTFF FT ^ FTF FT FF-F^frF fF*k 
vTFrg I 

t, FREf (fFFcTF) FEET 1 0 5 5 FT FTTT 9 ( 1 ) 
(/) F FRFt F<EF FfSTFITT FT SRTF FTJT gafisft 
Fj[ FFF FPff^Wfi, FFTT- i I, FT?ff %ff FF, F?ra 
600001 Ft FFF-FPT, 1982 F^t FFftl % fvTCr FFF 

10,000 ff't Frarnrra' ftf f %</ Ff<> fm 

FT FEfFF FSFf 'ff-TFT- 193587 S-Fr-FFg’/FF- g 2 - 
FF-81 f'TTTF 22-2-82 FT i/F^5TTr T^ FTFT f, I 

[(to Ft FF-913-Frrrp 8 2-FT 3j 

Madras, the 3rd November, 1982 

S.O. 114.—M/s. Manju Sales Corporation, No, 11, Kasi 
Chetty Lane, Madras. 1 were granted a licence No. p|Z[ 
1935875|CjXX|M|81 dt. 22-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rr. 10,000, 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing u Chartered Ac¬ 
countant certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show' cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving on opportunity for a perso¬ 
nal hearing on 15-10-82 As the party did not turn up for 
a Personal Hearing to explain his ca-e, I am satisfied that the 
above Import licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 


I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms ol 
Clause 9 (1) (a) of the Impoits (Control) Order, 1955, 
heteby cancel the Import Licence No, P[Z|1935875|C|XX|82| 
M/81 dt. 22-2-82 issued to M/s, Man jit Sales Corporation, 
No. 11, Kasi Chetty Lane, Madras-600 001 for import of 
Dry Fruits fo r Rs, 10,000 for April—March 1982 peiiod. 

[No. DF|913|AM. 82|AU. TIM 


FToFT°1150—T*NfT 5JTFT *TvF FTFf^ET, 3 2, 
TrrjV.T FFFT FFtft F3TF- I FT TFT 1 1 0,000 FF 

FRff FT FTFTF FTF F fa/ S1TFEI F1FFF ifaPTT 'ft- 
rsT- 193 591 O-^fr-FFTOFT- 8 2-/F- 8 1 fFFTF 2 4-2-8 2 
3TRT fFTT W FT I 


13FFFT RTFiFF FF^T FTTFET TTTTFTfF FP-fTT % 

xftfw fttt ftf %• mm ft fft Tfft ftt 11 

FF FfRTFF F TIFTfTfTFTT F F fFTFTF FTn FT 
FTTF ft, TT^f g'T FF FTTFFFWT 

FififF FTfrfFFT TFT tqT fF 15-10-82 F'T 3'TfFTFF 
FT RFFT FT % FSFPT TTfif FlfT fFFT FFI 
F TT FV Fff F T? FT f?FT FTF I TIFF FOTT FT TF^T 
FTF SFfFclFd fFTtf % tTF Fldf F FIT % FTTF, 
ff ^F FET % Fg^d ^ fF TTF^FT FT^FF FFF FTFt 
vT^TIFTF FFTFFF F FlNfT FT FRF fFFT FTT % F tT 
f[Fc[ 3TTT FTTFF FT T^ F^d FT ^F FFTF fdFF FiT 

V 

Jf, WTTcT (fFTFF)FT^r 1955 FIFTTT 9(l) 
(rr) % FMFF FTcF FiTtFRT FT. FFTF FTd 
F#«fl F5F FTFffFd, FWT- 3 2, ^TFJF TJ'FfiT FTFT 
T^jz, FJfTF-1 FT, F51F-FTF 19 82 FTf FFfiT % fF'/ 
FFF 10,00 5 FF^FFT FT FETEf F<F % fF/FTft 
ft FTYFF FFFT F'l-rFd-19 3 5910-Ff-FTF/TF- 
82-/F-81 fTFTF 24-2-82 FT SITT T^ FTFT|I 

[Fo 3t/F/934/F (tf/82 / \ 3] 

S.O. 115.—M/s. United Sales Corporation, 32, .Strotten 
Muthia Mudaly St., Madras—1 were granted a licence No. P| 
Z|1935910|C|XX[821M|81 dated 24-2-82 for impoit of dry 
flints for Rs. 10,000. 

As theie was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accountant 
ccitificate certifying their past imports which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon the licence holder 
to show cause why action should not be taken to cancel the 
licence giving an opportunity for a personal hearing on 
15-10-82 As the party did not turn up for a personal hearing 
fo e.xptain his case, f am satisfied that the above import 
licence ha? been obtained by fraudulent means and hereby 
decide to cancel the licence cx-parte. 

I, in exeicise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9 (1) (a) of the Imports (Contiol) order, 1955, 
heieby cancel the import licence No. PZ[1935910|C|XX|82| 
M|8I dt. 24-2-82 issued to M|s, United Sales Corporation 
No. 32, Stiotten Muthia Mudali St., Madras—1 for import 
of dry fiuits for Rs. 10,000 for Apiil—March, 1982 period. 

[No, DF|934|AM. 82|AU. III.] 
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YT°*T7° 110; —ITT ST) r T^TT ffiPT YWRY 3 2 

*rariiT owr 7%fc, kst 1 ! -goooo i yt- 79 % 
10,000 t.'F 'FXT YT WITr/T 'F7% KRI NTTTri 
7775%-' 'T’JqT tfr W_>?~ 1 9358304>4if7';W-82-*TX-8 1 
ftr-TOF 2 3-2-82 9T7t fYTT T 77 yr I 

7«m i hit-t-t %«rnrT sft wn 

y Ttrrvrx -sitt; ta ’■; i; m m7 97 st c t Ptrtnr st-hT %i 

77 WITOF ST^fFtTfXYcTf % 777 7 fw&TW 'T7% 7 1 
Y77T fag-ft %% 7, TIT? 7 7? 7®7 fir tt^t ^rr-;7 
vcrmr %Tfzy xnfrfYifr (ThTyrTY is- 10-82 -ft rrfx;- 

W 5>7'3Tf XT 57777 %% % TOYPT 777137777 fW Fit 
777377*7 tpsff 7 7^ 77 f%77 STi'X 1 777 0777 7T P -T t 7 
777 S'-r,>77 f ^TtTT^v fax 97%% 7 W7 F 7177, % 
7-1 177x7 jj f%7 79 7/77 71777 77 T ^ rff 9X7- 

7T7 771777 % 7177 77 7,‘C 7 fa 77 771% Yfa Vcf^- 
3777 WiWT fa 7?' 717% 97 iXY-9t,fr7 ffaifa 977 £ I 

*r wrin (Umv) znfzr w 55 # yrrr 9 ( 1 ) 

(") % SF7T7 95AT Hi'ET-fTPl 4T7 9%t-T 77% 70;, 77% fa 

T^hT ff%7 9X97% 3 2, T^TTYT rp777 tj?fa 

7517/300001 71 fafa-Tfa 1982 7% 7717 % fa% 
697 10,000 a 7 771 71 STWlcT 77% 7 frr’T 

7T7f ffa? FT Xrtifal fa-'fa-T-lb 3 580 097.-XT»n Ytf-8 2- 
faT- 01 ffafTY 2 3-2-82 YT.C[cfl5 gy/T 7^ 7711 | 1 

[% V07S-9 2 7fafaf-S2faX 3] 


S.O. 116.—M/s. Yamuna Trading Co., 32, Strottcn Mulhia 
Mudali St., Madras-600001 we;e granted a licence No. PZj 
]“3589u|C [XX|82/M/tjl dated 23-2-82 for import of Dry 
fruits for Ks 10,000, -. 


As there v, „s a reason to believe that the above import 
licence lias been obtained by producing a charte,ed accountant - 
certificate certifying their past imports which was not genuine 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon (he licence holder 
to show can >c why action should urn be taken to cancel the 
licence giving an opportunity for a personal hcaong on 
15-10-82. As’the party did not 5um up For a personal bearing 
to explain hrt ca-e, I am satisfied tint the above import licence 
has been obtained by fraud-deni means and hereby decide to 
cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exeicisc of the powers vc.ted on me m terms of 
CLute 9 (1) fa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955. 
hc-cby cancel the import licence No. P|Zll935S9U|ClXX)82| 
M/81 dt. 23-2-82 issued to M/s. Yanufna Trading Co„ 32, 
strotten Mutliia Mudali St., Madias-600001 for import of dry 
bruits for Rv. 10,000 for April—March'82 period. 

[No. DF|927[AM. 62|AU. fill 


7T J <n°117; — //aNT 0 S (’if <jfTf9 737%!', 7777 

24, ^xnpr x pz, 9577-900001 fa ftt 10,000 

rrc ^ qpfi 7T srrsrrr fav 7 fax 377777 emfafa 

fajtfr 99,7-97- 19 3 59 3 a-ft'r-TTqsJTO-s 2-T9- 3 1 faffY 
27-2-1982 Tffa fpit rfTf «TT 1 
1085 Gl/82—16. 


yittt GiToy g'TT) %^Arr-T jrrr w/r ji vm^r % 
Trirap'i-p 53 rn% tto" 7 irfgrc T7 nt-t Fttf 7ir % i 
YfT 771771 T 7 TT% % f777(7 77% 7T 

7177 f$m$ %%%, Tiff ^0%5 7%'F 7177 TTffTT 
%Tfey rTTT 7T1 77 f7 15-10-19 82 Tt^-ffTTriT 
'J'TTrf 77 57777 %% 7 7777^ 7777 7T7% fTTT 777 
ATTT7 7T7 7 7? 77 f%hT 7 Ht I Tr 4 '% 7% 77'7 

77%, oTftiTyT »J777i % fef^ 7f%f 7 NT% 7 7777, 
% 77 TTT % TTT'T: | f7 7T|7r 777%7 7T.T 777% 
7X77177 7-71777 % 7r'Tf7 ^7 XT'7 0777 *T 77 | 7T7 
■ n ;^ir77 7.T'77 7^ 777% 977^77-7^7 fn'T'T %77 % I 

%, W7T7T (fri'TTT) ?77%X 19 5 5 Ti' ST-.T 6(l) 
(rr) %; 'a-fTT T777 tT/TFlTl T7r TT77 XT% ?/■ 
s;/r ppx^Tr %r%tT t^tot, tt *tt 7 - 3 i, %sf tht-t 7572, 
yX7T-60000 1 T%, 5T%T-'T7T 1982 Ft t/TAT % f"7% 
71% 1 0,000 71X^97X7 77 777 777 7177 
fsfpzf ip% Wfpfqrr % O %% ? jfd- 1 9 3 59 3 5-/ft-0.3ti%T , :T- 8 2 - 
TTjp- 81 fTnTT 27-2-82 YI ‘ T ci% 3777 7f ^7-77 f, 1 
[To 83-^9-3 2-^ 3] 


S.O. 117.—M/s. Ajantha Trading Co, No. 34 R^v liamn 
L Madras-600001, were granted a licence No. P|Z|U339 N 
|Xa|M[MI81 dated 27-2-82 for import 01 Dry fruits lot 

8, 10,000. 

a, lhcrtt W as a reason to believe that the above import 
.... u as ^ :;u obtained by producing a Chartered Ac- 
mutant certificate certifying their past imports wt’idi was 
vt genuine, a show cause Notice was issued eallmg upon 
tiL-L-nce Holder to show cause why action should not 
- taken to Vncel the licence giving an £ 

.,3 h%-in on 15-10-82. As the party did not turn up 
" r a n per>oual S Heaiing to explain his case, I am sMiriM 
at the aNv.e Import licence has rirn obtwOy Jf U ^ ant 
CE n, and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex parte. 

I in exercise of the Powers vested on me in terms of 
loJ.sc 9 (1) fa) of the Imports 

,rebv cnscel the Impori Licence No. P|Z,| 1935935 |L|XAI»il 
Igl dated 27-2-82 issued to M|s, Auintha Trading Co 
i 8 34 Reddy Raman Sr., Madras 600001. for import of 
ry Truita for Rs. 10,000 for April-March 19S2 Pe.md, 


5Tc 5(T- 11 8 —77%Nr Ttfft |feR 7T72TT- 4, 

7TPT tTTWM (751^-600001 Tu 79% 10,000 

T«fl TvTT T7 TTTTTfT 477% % f^OT WlTTd 
TOT7 fr-cXT- 19 3 5 S 77>TiTTTTriTf- 3 i-’/T- 81 f'TniT 
22-2-82 TTT7f f%X7 TTT >41 I 


j-lTTfT 7Tf57 HXTTITT ST 7 ! 577X177 % 

TTTTTT^ XT%7 S7% % 5ffOT7 97 RTT f%XI ’917 % I 
377 5797X777 S7 XhTTrTfqFidT 47 57% % fxSTTT T7?f Yi 
YT<X fATif 5% %, 9,€t % Xg gri, 7Y ViTM 

xfrw% xrfer xfTi %yxt xor xt f%> 15 - 10-82 y) 

sTfmJXri 9,'TXi'^ YT 579777 5% %" 95Xff^ XRYi 3(17i 

%rr\ 797 XrTTX 491 *T Tf Y7f%9T 3770 | 979% 
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TO «PTO, toPkrrt % farr'iiTO wwtw % 

TOFT, # 3ITrr ft TOfS i fa d4^td WFRRT TORT 

to TO vronrow smFrmr % man to to fam 
RTOTJRI -p^TOT TO T? TOTO TO C^-qTOiWfTOTOI UTO jT I 
t, totow (fawr) wfaw 195s TO sr-cr o( l) 

(^) % WWEfeT TTOcT WftRRT TO TOM «fTO 

mfTO TOTO ffTO towto, pfwr-4, wro tofrw T^te, 
mfPT-eooooi =ffr, w 4 w-wt 4 1982TO mrfu % fart 
TOT 10,000 to; TJTST TO TOTOW' TO^t % fat 
TOTt frot TO Wr$#U WTOT TO-TOfT- 193587 6-TO- 
0;TOlv*fH-82'tnT-81 fa TOT 22-2-82 TOR^FTT 7^ 
TOUT jf I 

[wwr : TOrt- 9 1 4 -tnnr 82-E^ 3] 

S.O. 118.—M/s. Jothi Trading Co., No. 4, Thambu Naicken 
Street, Madrs-600 001, were granted a Licence No. P|Z| 

193 5876 |C|XX|82|Ml 81 dt.—22-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accountant 
Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a perso¬ 
nal hearing on 15-10-82. As the party did not turn up for 
a peisonal hearing to explain his ease, I am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by frauduiant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9 (1) (al of th 0 Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P]Z|193J876[C|XX| 
82|M]81-dt. 22-2-82 issued to M[s. Jothi Trading Co., No. 4, 
Thanbu Naicken Street, Madras-600 001, for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[F. No. DF|914|AM. 82|AU. IIT.l 

TOoWfo 119—wfaft TOT-faf 5, 

TERR TOTOT tJTOTO TORT-600001 TO TOT 

10,000 TOJ ml TO STRUTT TOT % fatr TOTTcT 
TR'fa TOUT TO-TOR-193 5 68 6-TO-EWFW- 8 l-^R-8 1 
fTTTfii 17 12 81 WTTt fifim TOT TO I 

WTT#W ?rTO forPTRT 3TTT HJTOT# WTRRT % 
TOTFITO WTTt wTO % TOUR TO TORT fam TOT $ I 
7PT arUFTTOT % TPTRfrfaTOTr % Ufa -R faWRU T7T TO 
toft fawrf sfa it, toTO ?r u? ^ gt^ toto 
WTOWt WTfEWWTfrfaTO TOT TO fa 1 5 R 0-8 2 TO TOftPRT 
TO WTOR TOt % TOFTW WWTO TOT-’ fa TO TOT 
WRtW TOT T TO fTOT WTR I WTO TRET TO FFT 
q.TO, TOfTTTO U/ET^ % fat trTO W WEt % ^RW, t 
TRT TOT iT TRRT j fa WR#W TORT UmTO 

vraTTFT STmTORT % TOUR TO TORT falT TOT $ TOt 
TtT^ffRT Ri^TOJ TO TR TORT TO TOF-TTfR fa IJ I 8 %TO JT I 

t, TOTOrT (fmfaw) Wrtw 1955 TO URT 9(l) 
(RT) % mmfa TOTO !TfUTRf TO STTTET TO^T JTf, 
(f# TOFRfr RTOTfTTO, 5, WRJT ^TO 


Tfte, TORT-600001 *F>, ST^T-TO^ 1982 TOT 
% fRTT 10,000 cR ^ TOft qii TOTO^'Ct % 
fRrt mfr fTir to tottot tttot 'fr-'TRr^:- 1 9 3 5 e s 6 -tov- 

EWTOTO81-TOT’81 f^rR 17-12-81 TO RT^ ^TOTT 

TOidT i I 

[TOUT : TiTT- 6 6 8-RTOI/82-R^ 3] 

S.O. 119 M lh, Saraswathi Emporium, 5, Ayalur Muthiah 

Mudali Street, Madias—600 001 were granted a Licence 
No. P|Z|1935686|C|XX|81|Mi81 dated 17-12-81 for im¬ 
port of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action shoo'd not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 15-10-82. As, the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that 
the above Import licence has been obtained by fradulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in term* of 
Clause 9 (1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|19356S6|C|XXI81 |M|81 
dated 17-12-81 issued to MIs. Saraswathi Emporium, 5, Ayalur 
Muthiah Mudali Street, Madras—600001 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF|668|AM r 82|AU. mi 

TOoWTo I 20—Rptsfr HTTOTFfr rflf^TOT 
26, TRRFT JJERTt TORT—60000 1'Ft TOO 10,000 

TO? TOTT TO UTTRT TOT % f>R' RTTOT RRTO 
fr-rTI TO 193 583 3-TTt-TORmR- 8 2-tRT- 8 1 fTOTFb 16-2-82 

mft tot «tt i 

TO^RT TORTO TTTOft TOaT'TFT ffRT TOTOTT % 

JRTFT'TCT TTrft TTO % TOUR TO TORT f^TO TOT t I 
TOT RtTFR-T % TOTRirfrof TO % TOT if fspTTRT TT^ TT 
TORR fT, THff % TO 'JSft grt tTf, qirnjv 

TOTTFrt urfeo TTTi f^TO TOT TO fa 15-10-32 TO 
TOfTOTO ’JTOTf TT TOUT % TOTOT[ TOTTO TO^V 
frtTO TOT RTWT TOf T TO'. fTOT TOUT I TO-f RTTOT 
TO TORT TOFT, TOfefTO 'gTOlt % fm* TRf T WT^ % 
TOFT, t TU TRf ^TT^ ^ TOFJTO TOT^T TORT 
TORT SRaTTTT URTTOra' % TOUR 9T TORT fifim TOT | 
RYT RTO STT TRUR TO 7? TOU TT RT-TOflT fURL' 

vRR g I 

#, TOTOTT (fTOTUR) RTTW 1955 TO URT 9(i) 
(tr) % TOTOfu TOW wfTOPRf TO xTOw 

WRTtoTO TOfWT 26, TO TRW iJTOft TOTW-1 

TO W#W-TO^, 1982 TO TOftf % fWTiFTO 1 1 0,000 TOP 
Tjut TOTt TOT TOTOW % Pw of iff fy,t) tr? T1TOTT 
WTOT 193 5 8 3 3-TO-tRTOW- 8 2-tRT- 81 fTOTOTO 

16-2-82 TO ^ TOTOTT TiTTO ^ I 

[TOTO : TO t^-846-17 TWT 82-CRT 3] 
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S.O. 120.—M/s, Lalwani Provision Traders, 26-Narayana 
Mudali Street, Madras-600001, were granted a Licence 
No. P|Z| 1935833 l C|XX|82[M[81 dt. 16-2-82 lor import ol 
Dry Fruits lor Rs. 10,000, 

As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
Licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 15-10-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulent means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) oF the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z| 1935833 (C|XX[82|M|81- 
df. 16-2-82 issued to M/s. Lalwani Provision Traders, 26, 
Narnyana Mudali Street, Madras-1 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[F. No. DFj846[AM. 82[AU. Ill,} 

qiioWTs i 2 i.~xrM From: srrfwr Rlx, so, 
ptxrr tjFvft wm-i Ft 10,000 pf 
fwt -fi strip fxp f fair strtf srmfrr <ft- 
1^r-19358 3 5'#-'TWttW-82-^-81 fFFTF 16-2-82 
unfr fF*rr *rt «tt i 

OT^rl HTR?fT mil ^nrPriTRT *TF t j4 4TP7TP % 

stfirff ^nfr fx% % mvn? qx stir fairr out § i 
5mTwr i rar % trtxfTffft % pf fww ft% Fr 
fttr fosnf tx if, orzf % Rr of FrxFFTmt 
Ftfep FTxtfiRr *rt «tt ftp 15 - 10-82 Ft BtrftxTW 
gFPii ft wr % ttpr; pppft ftx( fpqr *rt 
m i fT wt P X? PX^RT 5TT^ 1 PFR RTR% Ft Hrtsj 
FX%, RflPW TFRTf % fblT{ OTZf P 5TFf % F1XR, ff 
gn pcr it tfjrt jr fo PFjfrp wit ppff 

itwrpF srmRqvr % msrrx qx utr fvm *m £ sftx 
^fpRarra srnjpp Ft x? Fx*t ft tjF-q$fttr fpjfx 
$tpt $ 1 

t, 5TRHT (fRtfR) PRH 1955 Ft tnXf 9(l) 
(rr) % wppfp JRxr srfEnprfr ft srr Fxit gtT 
pifcft ttotit jrrf^sR *ztx, 89, fitrr ptrsft 
irarr-i Ft, ^-T-irci. 1982 Ft mfa % fart fr 
10,000 pf ft strip FFt % fair ^rrxt fop 

1R HT#ET WT ’Tt-TXT-193 583 5-Tft-RRTtqp- 8 2- 
t^R-81 faptF 16-2-82 Ft tR^ ^TIXT X^ FXPT j I 

[fRFT : ift^fi- 849 -qrrR 82 -RJ 3 ] 

S.O. 121.—M/s. Parrnar Provision Store, 89. Naryana 
Mudali St. Madras-1, were granted a licence No. P|Z|1935835| 
C[XX|82[M|81 dated 16-2-82 for import of Dry fruits for 
R*. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accountant 
Certificate certifying their past imports which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon the licence hol¬ 
der to show cause why action should not be taken to cancel 
the licence giving an opportunity for a personal hearing on 
15-10-82. As the Party did not turn up for a personal Hearing 


to explain his case, I am satisfied that the above Import 
Licence has been obtained by fradulant means and hereby 
decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I. in exercise of the Powers vested on hie in terms of 
Clause 9 (1) (a) of the Imports (Control) order, 1955. 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935835|C|XX|82| 
M|81 dated 16-2-82 issued to M|s, Parmar Provision Store 
89, Narayana Mudali Street, for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 Period. 

[No. DF|849|AM. 82|AU. III.] 

FToWR 122.—ir&ft JjffR&T fir#, 20 FTP* 

vtzl prte, Rnzr -600001 f> 10,000 ftp pit 

* 0 

Fvff >61 STRIP FTP % fair STRIP Pnffp P«TT cfi- 
yTZ -193583 8-Tfr-tT4HTriR-8 2-THT- 81 fcltm 17-2-82 
afTfr fmtn ppi «n i 

Hrpfp ppflr- ^Rrrrrr aro wrtp 
thtiutr 5trV % *rmK it ttfp f??rr ptrr | i 
ph y'lcfi'TvT wiwfq4icTi %■ ^ fpiRnr 

it, Tiff ?r TZ Jrt ijtf, tpRtptFTfITT 
PtfZH «ITff f^Tl *RT TI fpl 15-10-82 pit SiffprRT 

^Rrf pii «rtit qnTRj; tpppit ^rrft f%?rr pin 

HRffiT «R1 P Tf PRfolT 3fTt^ I IRf hrmp lift SPRI 
prtt, RfPcPId PTdTt % fTOTT^f P WR % PiRR, t 
“TFT % RJR ff fF TT^PP HURT fiRP ?FaT- 

PTH 5HTRm % 'Rtirt PX STTR fpRT ^ | xfm 

tTri^nKi Hiwii pit Fxt prr tTpi-qtak fpjftr ppr 

i • 

If, WTR (fiRPR) 5TR?r 1955 Ft BTTT ( l) (^) 

* WrtFftl TFFfT RftFFIxf FT FCp gtj, ptf# . 

20, Flilt rUTR-l Ft, 

—FFf, 1982 Pit ffpfST F fcR FR 10,000 PF 
^tt FXT FT WRTP FXt % fptT 3fixt fF^ TR PrlfPp 
TR7T qt-TPTZ-193583 8-Hf-trpTTFR- 8 2-T[F- 81 ftpfF 
17-2-82 Ft tR^PIXl X$ FXPT g I 

[pwr; XtFF-853-P^F-82-tT^[ 3 ] 

S.O. 122.—M/s. Universal Traders, 20, Kasi Chetty St., 
Madras; 600001 were granted a Licence No. PjZ[1935838[C| 
XX/82/M/81 dated 17-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a perso¬ 
nal hearing on 15-10-82. As the party did noi turn up for 
a personal hearing to explain his case, 1 am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 

I, in exercise of the Powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1 Xa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No, P|Z|1935838|C|XX|82[M|81 
dated 17-2-82 issued to M]s. Universal Traders, 20, Kasi 
Chetty St., Madras. 1. for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/853/AM. 82/AU. HI] 
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VIo WTO 123,—REV 383, 

?Tf 7%?, ETTE-600012 Tt RRq 10,000 ET ^ 
R>RT TT WTRTR R7R % THE STTRTR RTCER Ef- ?TO- 
1935826-ET-qTE qRE-82-EE-81 fRRTE 12-2-82 
Hpft Pfei «rr i 


E RR ER EETi TOTTERT JRT ER^R ETETR % 

hee i ee soft % etsr et eee fRRT ret | i 

EE EEPEEH % ETORfETRT % '-if? E fRETE TOE ET 

^frpcoT fw;^ %% q, qrrff q eij ijq qE ette 
?,; rnft Rtfey tot fw ret «rv Pk 15-10-82 et 

SEVERE §RRt$ ET EEET %E % E7RTq HREt Hr^T 

Epot ret etsee wr r et Pee hte i ere 

EIRE RE CTO E7% BOpfrETcT ERE if % Pw TO! H 
?TT% % ET7H, f ?E SITE % ERET i pF ER^EE 
ere TTfr Horner spoteh % rtstp; t< see (eet 
ret \ HTsyy et t.% etr et retorte 

fERE Tot g 1 

tf, etetr (Pitot) et%h 1955 4 % erra 9 (1) 
(q) % RTEfo 5 tot qftmff ursrata E - # $q, Tr#«P 
teI fTO, 383, ef^t %ji to, tote- 12 Et, nfrr- 
hW 1982 Et ttPt % fnq, EEq 10,000 re ^ 
TOt ET ETETE HT% % pTq TOt PKO Rq TTT#T 
RRET fto ^JTJo 19 35 826Tfr-q’PtqfT-82-qq-81 
foRtE 12 - 2-82 e't qoraHT etet g 1 


[HRET : €t q^Bo-834-q qo 82-q E 3 ] 


!T.O. 123."—M/s. Ravi Traders, 383, Korraur High Road, 
Madras-600012 were granted a Licence No. P]Z|I935826C] 
XX/82/M/S1 dated 12-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000, 


A* there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportbnity for a 
personal hearing on 15-10-82. As the paity did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
(hot the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex*parte. 


I, in exeroist of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9M)(a) of the Imports (Control) Older, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|ly3J82fi|C/XX/82/M/81 
dated 12-2-S2 issued to M/s. Ravi Trade -5 383, Konnur High* 
Road, Madras-12 for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April-March 1982 period. 


(Part II—Sec, 3 (ii)] 

ET° taro 124.—TT^-fl EH fpHT ETOft, 2 5, 
TIT Pm RT54ER RJT1TT-600 001 E% REq 10,000 
EE q# rfiRT Tf STTfiTT TT% % f^q TTiTTE TTt;R3T 
R*nr t fro^TS-i935 68 7-Tn'-qTRqTRo82-qRe-81 fTREfi 
17-12-81 TITT fThT ’(TT TT 1 

emfot r TTTRR RTTt ^tSFTPT TTCT HTPTTT % 

2tnTO IfTfl % 5TTRK 97 TEcT PfiTT ROT | 1 
th st™ % TTTTfrfq^crr % tt^: !r fawnr tttt t,t 
R ; R nr feunli q, m q jq q-p rtot 

TTmt Rtfer TTfl Pftt rot or Pf 15 - 10 -S 2 tT 
sofrqow rt ertr totet Tooft tttt 
[tot ROT TTTRR 90T R 7^ *F7 PcRT RTq I RR^ 
RTR% *Ft T r EJ T7R ^OpEIRR R/RRT$ % Pjq TOT R RTR 
% RTOT, q qR RTR % ^ fR 

rrr ER^t qarrrrR rrenr % tout: rt rer f^Rr 

RRT I 3^7 qR^IKT vru^R *fR RTR % qR-R^flR 
Pr4r RRT 5 I 

t, 5TTTIR (fRROT) vnkw 1955 »Ft RRT 9 (l) 

(q) wtR ROT RfRTTCf TT RRtR |q, 
R3f jffjr rjerP 25 , mPm rrrtr t^r, 
RHTR-600001 TT, RRR-RUf 1982 OVt ROftT % fRq 
RTq 10,000 RT ^ # E RTRTR 417% % faq 

rri fTq oq hi^re errt fro ^ 0 - 1935687 -^- 
qRRqRRf 82 -qR- 8 J f^RlR 17-12-81 0 % qRR'TRT 
te j 1 

[rrot : it qRo 667-q qq 82 -q r 3 ] 

S.O. 124.—M/s. Manju Trading Company 25, Audiappa 
Madra.c-500012 were granted a Licence No. P |Zi 193 5826 |C| 
Z/1935687/C/XX/82iM!81 dated 17-12-81 for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
.n.unc, a show cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
icencc holder to show cauee why action should not be 
taken to canoe! the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal bearing on 15-10-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been, obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and he-eby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, am evreise cf the powers tested On me in terms of 
clause 9<l)(a) of th* Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935687/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 17-12-81 issued to M/s. Manju Trading Co,, 25, Atidi- 
appa Naicken St., Madras-600001 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-March 1982 periods. 

[Mo. DF/667/AM. 82/AU. HIJ 

*FT° *TTo 12 5.—EH! RffRt 2 5, 

R7? TETORE TO, 7TRRTE, RTOT-600013 RT Rqq 
10,000 RR> ^ TOT RI RTRTR 4RR ^ fqq RIRTR 
RTWR R5RT TfT-lfTO- 19 3 5 789-^-04(104(1- 82-RR-81" 
fTTOi 4-2-82 RRT fapRT RRT ET 1 


[No. DF/834/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 
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xnxT tt riiraf.upprd 1, i »83 'jfa u, 1904 


im*? rtct $rgrrrvi ?trt^ % 

<rTim 5 r snfr tt .7 % snxrrx ix tft feiJT w J i 
tr arRTRW f srqixxrffTcrr % wit Sr farxirr tx7 =pt 
tp?T fTnrf 77 Sr, Tiff Sr ^7 m, ft TRR 
g-gmcft ftfoT rtxT ffqr rtt «rr ff 15-10-82 ft 
sirfwncr -jttl: Trsrwx 77 % qm^ tttt srrfr 
ffTT rtt Trrtr wt r xtr tt farr ^rr^ 1 ^7 
rrm’T ft =ftgt tx 7 srfrfrw g^mf % Pro Ti€f t 
wr 7 % Trxw, 7 qnr 7 | ff g’rfw xrr^Tf 

iirs rr-rTr SrarTpr towtt % marc xx arxr ff tt 
irrr ^ stYx FrKSTXf gT^Txr ft x^ tx 7 ti 
fTfq ifrr f, 1 

7 , mirrrr (fawR) sriTxr, 1955 ff arxr 9 (l) 
(rr) % sp^it srftrfra xt rott tx7 § 7 , 
*ft Rcfr fstf, 25, fcr trottr x 7 ? ( ttt 5 XR, 
JTffra 13 fr, wt-rt 7 198 2 fr wrfsf % ffrr tri 
10,000 tt ^-s tf-tt tt snxriR tx 7 f fait TTXf 
fair m Ti^frq rctt fr- ^iz -1935789 rfr- fwotr- 
8 2-rpr- 81 frrrr 4-2-82 ft trrr^r x% txrt f 1 

[fiw. : fr 77 o 798-0; cr 82-0 7 sj 

S.O. 12J_M/s. Shri Lakshmi Traders, 25, West Kala- 

mandapa'i Road, Roysipuram, Madias-600013, weie granled 
a Licence No. P|Z|935789|C|XX|82|M|81 dt. 4-2-1982 
for itLport oi Dry Fimts for Rs, 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Charteied Accoun¬ 
tant Ccnitica'e certifying then past i:npotts which was not 

f ermine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon Ihe 
■icence Holder to Show Cause why action should ndt be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 15-10-82. 4s the pa,ly d'd not turn up for 
a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that 
the above Impoit Licence has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and hereby decide to cancel tho licence ex-parle. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of tire Impoits (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/9357S9|CIXX|82|M 81 
dt, 4-3-82 issued to M/s. Shri Lakshmi Traders, 25, West 
Kalamandapam, Road, Rayapurum, Madras-600013 for import 
of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for Apiil-March, 1982 period. 

„ [F. No. DF/798/AM.82/AU.I1I.] 

TTo STTo 126.—xtfsff XTTT IRs TpVTT, 12, 

TlTt ^it X^fc, RffTfr-600001 ft TI TTCf 10,000 
tt Tiff Tr tfidTff tx 7 qt fa 7 ot-ii ci wi 
Twr fro TT5o 193 566 S-ff-n/FTCpT 8 2-TR 0 g j 

fecrir 7 - 12-81 xra ftnrr ittt *tt i 

tTTrfrr Tr^rTpr jk, stphIct % 
XhmTff -ftfr tx 7 % ww, r R tct fttoT wr | i 
TT SDTTtner % ?DnThfqTTT T Tlf 7 fqtrqFT Tt7 tpT 

XiTTT frFITT 77 7, TlTT 7 Tf y$7 |tr rttf. tT/T 
ttwt 7tfer ^rffr fTTr ti fv 15 - 10-82 ft 
°TiTT , Trr rfTqrf TI 77 f T5TTT TFTft ^TXt 
f+Tt trqr orrstfr ft 7 xTtt 1 


?n7 ftt 7 ft t/ 7 ^rfqTTt ’fr-ni f 
Tiff t ?rr7 f 7 ?t qT=r 7 75^ i 
stt^7r ttt Tdfr 7'3 Tttt f mur< tz 

5TTT fTTT tm | 5ft7 ^•T^fTTRi KTtrf'T ft T.\ ^7 TT 

tT^-Tftq Prf'T 7trr f i 

7, TrrqTiT (f77'T a r) irr7rr 1955 ft trrer 9 ( 1 ) 
(tr) % snrr xwcrt ti mr-t ?x 7 g'cc, h 7 - 

7r XTTr ttttr tpTTfr, 12 , Tr7r frit Tjrz, rstt- 
600001 t 7, ^T-Tlf 1982 fi TTIOI f ffT 7 'Tcf 
10,000 rTT ^ qifr IT TTITcT Tt7 f fat? TTlfr 
ff.rr rrq 7fr?7(T 753T fto ^ifTo 193566S-tfr° 

7W 0 82-trrra gi ffTrT 7-12-81 ft Ori^Tra ^ 
hf<rJT ^ | 

t [FTNTT . fi (TTo 658-^ 82-0 Jf 3j 

S. O. 126.—M/s. Rtrnuka & Co., 12, Kosi Chetty Slrcct 
Madras-6tM>001 weie granted a licence No. P|Zil935668|C| 
XX/H1/M/81 dated 7-12—81 for import of Dry Jriuits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As theie was a reason to believe that tbc above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying th:u' past Imports which was not 
genuine, a Shoa/ Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Lrconcc Holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a Per¬ 
sonal Mcaung on 15-10-82. As the patty did not turn up for 
a person'll hearing to explain his case, am satisfied that the 
above import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
for April—March, 1982 period. 

T, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9{l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 19JJ. hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Zjl935688|C!XX|8]/M/81 
d-i.ed 7-12-81 issued to M/s, Renuka & Ca. 12, Kasi Chetty 
Street, Madras-600001 jor ir.ipoit of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April-Mark, 1982 Period. 

[No. DF/658/AM.82/AU.III] 

wro *>io i27.—eft RTSf^fr ?fr7,7wr-9 
fh^T tNTT FffJ, R3T7-1 ft io, 000 ffal 

Tiff aT WTffT TT7 % feRf HTTFT ^77 7«TT 7i o 
19358£)1-77° ^TfrotTTTo 82-qR-81 
23-2-82 vTTXt fTTr RTT qf I 

Tfifr 7'3tit'-t 3Tcr •<| i T5;7 qr-rTtr 
v surf tt7 % ttstr tx 5TR(T ff-rr qirr | i 

TTT XRFFra f R.Tr/TfXTvTr % Tr7 7 fcriTT TXT XT 
Tr-79T f?t3nf 77 7, irTf 7 ^»7 |tT spreor 

qTrfr ftfer snfr f^rr rtt «n fn 15 - 10-82 ft 

STfTTRT RTaff Hr tSTICX 77 f T7Tf^ Tdft snft 

ffqT RTT xerTf wi ^ IJ( fTIT t^Ttr | ’ 5 Pt7 

R|5?7 fT Fftsx q*x7 sqfrcFTd f f7rr 'Tiff T 

5Tl7 f TPTT, 7 Ttr TTcl' 7 ?r^3: g ff ^afaT 7TTf7(T 

TTrT RTJT 7<aTTTR TRITW f mW< TX TA-T ffqf 
ATT ^ ftX OcRaiXT RT?7ff ft X^ TXT T r CT-TfrT 

fqfq Txrr | i 
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KWr tt° 1935840-xft-^ d ttf-H'rtlo82oTO o "81 
fTTfa 17-2-82 Tt X^ FiXtTT g I 

[wr : tft ipB- 862-13: tlR 82- q; ^ 3] 


#, tcfim (fprsrr) irrtw 1*955 to etui 9 (i) 
(tr) % TTOtfer TTO ’rftmff TO 3TTtT TOM gtfsft 
ft TOTOTOt TOHt, XTTFT- 3, TOT i>TX XTO, TO- 
600001 Fit, TT^T-TOt 1982 TO TOff % fTO 

Tiq 10,000 ty ft tott to tttftt to^T % f^nr 
^rr€r frq tt: xtp?Mt toft fto?;TO o i 935 89 i-fto 
tiw-qwo- 82 -qTro- 8 i 23 - 2-82 to ^tost-.t 

^ TOctT jj I 

[fw: TO q^-926-tI FT 82- FT, 3] 

S.O. 127—M/s. Siee Jayalakshmi Stores, No. 9, Krishna 
Iyer St., Maflins-l were granted a licence No. P/Z/19358911 
C|XX|82[M|81, dated 23-2-82 for import of Drv Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As thcie was a reason to believe that the import licence 
has been obtained by producing a chartered accountant certi¬ 
ficate certifying their past imports which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon the licence 
holder to show cause why action should not be taken to 
cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a oersonal hear¬ 
ing on 15-10-82. As the party did not turn un for a personal 
healing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the above 
import licence has been obtained by fraudulant means and 
hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-parte, 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause, 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Contiol) Order, 1955 hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P|Z|1935891|C|XX|82/M/81 
dated 23-2-82 issue to M/s. Sreo Javalakshmi Stoies No. 9, 
Krishna Iyer St., Madins-600001 for import of drv fiults for 
Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 period. 

INF. DF/926/AM.B2/AU.IIL] 

•PfoTTo 128.—Xltft TteTOT fstf, 32, TOTT 

f^tF-tx, TOFT-6 00001 Fit, TOC* 10,000 EFT ft 
TTO TO TOTFT TXT % fTF TOTHT TTTOT TOFT >ft° 
193 5840-Xft o q/FT-TTOo 8 2-tFTo-S I ftTfa 
17-2-82 fTTT TFT *TT I 

TTOt TOITFT 3TXT TTTTRT % 

snrrwr^r snxt txt tr whr tx stt^ct frorr ttt | i 
TXT MMT TTeT % TOF-dffTOTT % Tit; M FtTOTT TO% TO 
TOXT fOTT$ M, TFff M T? ^ TOXT 

ERTiXfl TtfiXT TTXt fTFT TFT TT fo 15-10-82 TO 
sqfFFFT f TTT$ TO STTTX Tt t? TXTTT TTTO Tift 
• fTTT TFT XIT^TOT TOT T X^ TO fXTT TTT I *17% 
FT TO TT XTOX TXT TOfFdW % fTF TTiff 

T Tit ti TOXT, ^T TTF it fflTO g ff? 'TOTFT 
vTr^^fjT TTT TTTt TTTTTT TTnTTT % TTETTX TX 

srrxr Ttft ttt | xftx f;t^txt to x^ to?t to 

tTrp TkftT fTOTT MtTT g I 

it, TTT1T (fTFTOF) TOtW 195 5 Tt TTXT 9 (l) 
(tr) % XFXntT TOXT TfaTOXf TO TTtT TXM gq.TT+sft 
tfTFPT 32, TTXft 3xxt X^>, F5TXT-600001 *PT, 

^xr-irr^ 1982Tt XIFfST % pTF TTtI 10,000 ETT 
^ Twft TT 'TTFTT TX^ % WTXt faq TT^ XmiXflf 


S.O. 128.—M/s. Golden Traders, 322, Kasi Chetty Street, 
Madras-600001, were granted a licence No, P/Z/19358401CI 
XX|82|M|81 dt. 17-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports - which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was Issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 15-10-82. As the parly did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the Licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9\lXa) of the T mports (Control) Order, 1955, heieby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935840|C|XX/82/M|81 
dt. 17-2-82 issued to M/s. Golden Traders, 32. Kasi Chetty 
Street, Madras-600001, for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April-March, 1982 period. 

INo. DF/862/AM.82/AU.M] 

«RTo WTo 129.—-TT^NtftrTFr fxt, 3 7, qFTo (r^o 
TtSFr XET5TXT, JRPT-13 TT TTT 10,000 fFF 

ft ttt Yr FP-rnr tyt % Ptf frtt xrr^xr wi 

«fVo-^TJo-i935788-#oirtRT-tT W o-82->TTo-81 fTTNF 
4 - 2-82 srrft fTnrr tft tt i 

TTTTT ArcTT FT^ fjrTTT 3TXT fT^t ’TTTTT % 
JTTTTTX TTX’f TXT T RmTX TX TFT fTTT TTT | I 
TO JTTFTTT T WIXTfrTiTr % ftTTIXT FTT FT 

ftxit fcrrrf %, tt^T % t? ^ ^ qnxw 

TTTSfr TtfefT 'TTXt fdFTr TTT TT fT 15-10-82 
3TPTTTT fTTrf FT 5TTTX t“T % TWIf TOFT TT^T 
f%TT TTf FTf T X% TX for TTtr I »FTT TTT% 

Fit XT^T TX% ^TfFTTT fTTTt % faq TT^f T TT% % 
TTXT, ffTtT TO t TOTO ^ fT TOTTT HT#T W 
TOTl %TTiTTXT TTFTTT % XTTOX TX TTO tTOT TFT 

| ?rtx qTT 3 Txr TT^xr ^ f ^ ^ q;TT-T5ftr 

fTTT vT-TT i I 

MprrT (fTTTir) ^TTtxr 1955 f^htct 9 ( 1 ) (q) 
% -ftot TrrcFfirxf w toft Txit 5 ^, xrt y 4t 

fF’TTT 3 7, TO 0 ^To TO TO XTFJXT, 

TOW-13 Fit R^T-TTO 1 982 Fit TOffa % fTR TTT 
10,000 TOi ft Twft TO TOiTT T-X?t % TTft 

fact TtiFT^Xr TOFT ffoTO^ 0 1 93 778-TfreqTO-qW°- 
82-qTo-81 fFTTFi 4-2-82 ^t TOT3TXT X^ TOXTT g I 
[TOFT: ^t° T[Tio-802-qo tnf 0 82-q ®To 3] 
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S.O.' 129.—M|s. Vijaya Traders, 37, M, S, Koil Street. 
Royapuram, Madras-13 were granted a licence No. P[z| 
1935788]C|XX|82|m|81 dt. 4-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000, 


Personal Hearing on 15-10-32. As the Party did not turn up 
for a Personal Hearing to explain his cose, I am satisfied 
that tho above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 


As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained bv producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice* was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 15-10-82. As the party did not turn 
up for a personal heating to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fiaudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I,.' in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports Control, Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935788lClXXl82|m|81 
dt. 4-2-82 issued to M/s. Vijaya Traders, No. 37, M. S. Koil 
Street, Madras-13 for import of Drv Fruits for Rs, 10,000 
for April-March, 1982 period. 

INo. DF/802/AM.82/AU.I31] 
Wo WTo 130.—RTpsr tTTSTsnr?^, WsiTT-7, 
ffjgr RTfRWT VpZ, RTRT-600001 W W/T 10,000 eFF 
t F> T fi tt Trim wft % fnq srraT?T httot 

93 5909-#.tTWtTTT. 82-^. 8 1 fcFTPF 24-2-82 
mfr fspifi *tw w i 

RRTf flTO W^lrf 

% ^rrfi ^ utott w um fwrr xrt ft i 

snrrwra' % wrreTfawrr % wc Jr fawnr m 

ferr£ tt, vriffr w xp qrrm 

sr-rr^fr mlzx wfr fwrr rw *tt i% 15 - 10-82 w 
“Fr mxx sft %• tfwt 3 ^ ^rrer 
fwrr Rir htsrr wfr r r% ^ ^pr 1 wtr 

HTR% 'Ll we" WCR WfWRR RpRlf % fw q-pff 

^ wm, f 3rr?r Jr *r^ g 
’ITT RRTi ePSPTlvr 5THT'R'T3 - % 2T1 cTI Xj qR MT^T T%rtT 
RTT $ ?ftX rr T 5- STTf FrWRR W Xf f.TR ttft tr^-T«fw 
fWT ^PTT f I 

$ wkpt (ftwof) srrftr i 955 ^ am s( 1 ) (it) 

% center sre?r srfawti w jtrtr grr 
Rtftsr trmcsrrw^;, tot-7, rtxrwt r- 

600001 ufo—Trd 1982 W Wlfa % fspT 

W 10,000 fRT ^ 'FTl W WRTcf WOf % fpfrr 

xm f'FT RT RRRT 'fi.tJFTJ. 193590 9-Rf. 

HW tr^H. 82-TT. S 1 feriTT 2 4-2-82 TT RdR/gm T jpj 

tprarr i i 

[RRIf fto rttfto. 9 36-iTo tTRo 82.rro tJo-3] 

S.O. 130.—-M |s. M.inoj Enterprises, No 7 Thambu Naikon 
St., Madras-600001 were granted s Licence No. P/21 J93590Vf 
C|XX|82/M/8l dated 24-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10.000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 

f enuine, a Show Cause Notice wus issued calling upon the 
-icence Holder to Show Cause Why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 


I, in exercise of ihe Powers vested on fine in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955. hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935909|C]XX|82|M'|81 
dated 24-2-82 issued to M/s. Manoj Enterprises, No. 7. 
'I hombu Naickcn St., Madras-600001 fo*- import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April/March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/936/AM.S2/AU III] 


Wo Wo 131.—3T5W rtfir-TT wfi, 

fm.T- 7 , mff ^m^raHT-Gonooi fhTw$ 10,000 
crt wfr m smmr ^ srrairr htwr' 
¥TWT 1 935936-4ffomw-tr^ro-82-tHro-Sl 

foriw 27-2-82 mfr Mr w «rr 1 

TFTTt vtWTFT SlTT WFT<T 

% 5TRTW tJOtf % WHT5 TT TTm fdW W 

| 1 ?«■ wnrnra - % wriTrrfwFTT % ^ ^ tt-t 

tt m it, crr€f ^ ^ ^ ^ 

terror ’dm fw rorr m fx 15-10-82 xt 

srfacPTfT ’J f T®fI^ Tf WHTT %■ TFWrT WTl 

fwir ddi rTT?mr md w:feT wq 1 
w strfRoTn=r % fno nsT r wp % 

^ arrar t f 1% ^'frh 
^PariFT srHTvirqm qx arw fwn rrt I 

?!(-< oiRffPT mwr w Ep-?)- w Ftp-TefiR fmn 
? ' 

%, WRfcl (rf%0T) 1955 W HPT 9( l) (rr) 

wcRtt sRtf ^rferrar shift wxr |R, ??^«Ff 
uifm- smnfr, it^rt-7, wrt Hp, rsht-i 
qfl, 1 982 Rm IpTftT %f?PT Ttq-q- 10,0 00 fW 

wff W WRTIT R'Xp’ % f"l^ FfpCi iRiR RR iniil 
rpgtTTo 1 935936-lfio.t^W.t^Wo, 82.0310. 81 

2 7-2-82 TO rFF?5I1T q.XOT ^ I 

f^TSXr ^ 0 - 986-130 tTTfo S 2 -tro JJ 0 - 3 ] 

S.O. 131.—M'/s. Diamond Trading Co., No. 7, Kasi Chetty 
Lane, Madras-600001 were granted a licence No. P]Z|1935936| 
C/XXJ82|m/81 dated 27-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs, 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that ihe above import 
licence has been obtained by prod icing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificale certifying their past imports which waa not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to caned ihe licence giving an opportunity for n per¬ 
sonal Hearing on 15-10-82. As th9 part/ did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain, his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtined by fraudu- 
iant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the Powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, heieby 
•-mccl the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935936[C|XX|82/m/81 
uaicd 27-2-82 issued to M/s. Diamond Trading Co„ -No, 7, 
Kasi Chetty Lane. Madras fo** import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 period. 

[No. PF/986/AM.82/AU.IH] 
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«f>To 13 2.—TltTO TOffTOTTt^T, 9, 

fns trXX XpX, RsTRM TO TOt 10,000 TITO 
TOT* TO TOTOtT g.TO % fan; TOTCF TITOT 

<fr.^3Z. l93 58 54-?fl'.tfaR tn^-82 J lT T r-81 ‘ . faifa 
19-2-82 TOtf faTO TOR «TT I 


OT’f'FT TOlfaT TOFfT vTOTTOvT 51 Tf TOPJR STORT 

% TOTFTOgC grrfrr roTO % writ: to: toto faro tor ^ i 
JfOTiTO % srTOTOfroron % srrt *f fawnr rofa to 
totot fearf TO rf, Ri^f tt gg yTO ^ totot 
ararwt TOfTOr TOff faro to to fa 15-10-82 TO 
SJffaRTR rjTOTTl TO TOITO TO % TO5R( TOFt TOT* 
farr tor mTOro wf *r ro^fero wrqi TOfaRFfa 

apt FTTO TOrt TOfadTOT g/TTOf ^ frocj TTS? R 

% totot, if^TO t i fa ^rofar 

ir^RT totTO fanner sttoftw fa tortt to toto faro 
afirr I faTO <T5^51TT TOSTOR TO Xg VTO TOTOFTOifar 

fTOTOT ?RT ij I 

#, 3TRRR (fTOTETO) WlTOr 1955 TO TOTT 9( 1 ) (n) 

% torTO tort TOtrroxf to totTO roTO g^, totTO 
ijjfTOr q^r-caTft^r, 9 , jto Ryx rfte, Rnxr- 

600001 fat, WTOr-RTt 1982 ^f TOlfa % fa 1 / TOR 

10,000 ?n wi to wptrt roTO % fan; toTO 
fag am nTOfa faror TO^ror. 1935854-^f.qw W- 

82, l /nSlfTOfa 19-2-82 fat r/RdSTOT Tg YXdT g I 

[sfart; TOo <fao- 88 o-t£° trq-o- 82 -n;c. ^0-3] 


S.O. 132—M/s. Goodwill Enterprises. 9, Krishna Iyer 
Street, Madras*!, were granted a Licence No P|Z|1935854| 
C/XX/82|M|81, dated 19-2-82 £or import of Dry Fruits tor 
Rs. 10,000. 


As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained bv producing a Chattered Accoun¬ 
tant Ceitilicate certifying their past import which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence ’Holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel th e licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 15-10-82. As the party did not turn up for 
a personal heating to explain bis case, I am satisfied that the 
above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(ll(a) of the Importg (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935?54|C!XX/82/M/81, 
dated 19-2-82 issued M|s, Goodwill Enterprises, Madras- 
600001, for import of Dry Fruits for Rs, 10,000 for Apiil- 
March, 1982 period. 


fF. No, DF/889/AM.82/AU.HI] 

«nTo wro 133 .—TOTO 3tor nffaf 
it gfafa xfa, nrrcr-6 00012 git tor 10,000 RroTjt 
mi to TOit roTO fa fact urmRr trrTOfa wrr far. 
*TOT. 133 6p98«rf.iFKr 1/55.82-^.81 fTOfa 6-3-82 
grift fagrggr gr t 


tygfgf grTTt'g ?mt grerrmr am mro 
^ wto spiff ?pwtr % gran; <r fagr tot 11 
iw % 5 tmr?crfTOurr % mf ir farontr tort to 

grog g, tiff tr gg ^ gq qsp gg-mr 

TOmt ftfer tott faro tot to fa 23 - 9-82 to 
sgfarTO tjtot# tot sfgTO % totott toto gift 
f-TOT TOT mfaw toT ff Tg TO fw TO? 1 TOfa 
TORer ft tw TO.tr TO fa rro grorf % fat^ rnff 
g gm % TOTOl, if ^TT TO<T tr g fa 

TORT TOTO fajlRTOT TOTNITO % WITOT XX TOTO 

fagr g<rr | sfk ogTgKr girffa to x % to^t to^to 
gefftg frofa g i 

it, 5TFTRr (frogg) TO^T 1 955 to* ottt 9( i) (^) 
% srrofif 5TTOT gffTOTlfr TO TOPT TOeT gtr ?m>fr ^TOTT 
TOfag, TtTOl-12, if KTOfa TW, RSTTT-6000 1 2 TOT 

TOf^r-gim 1982 f* smftr fat ^to 10,000 fi^ 
grt tot* to wmiTT grot % fat? TOf* fag to 

TO1TOT TTTOT 1936098-ltV.tpW TOTT.82.<^. 81 

fTOfa 6-3-82 JET TOT3[9KT TOflT f I 

[RTOT fto Cfao-1 248/^0 TOTo 82-^o 5(o-3] 

S.O. 133.—M/s. Syama Maligai, No. 12, Demellows Road, 
Madras-600012, were granted a Licence No. P|Z| 19360931 
CjXX/82/M/81, dt. 6-3-82 for Import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10.000. 

As there wa* a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartei-ed Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
peisonal hearing on 23-9-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain hi s case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence bHS been obained by fraudu¬ 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 

L in ‘exercise of the powers vested on me in term* of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the-Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1936098|C/XX/82|M/81 
dt. 6-3-82 issued to M/3. Syama Maligai, No. 12, Demellows 
Road, Madras-12, for Import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April-March, 1982, period. 

fF. No. DF/1248/AM.82/AU.UI] 


TOTTT, 9 6TOTO, 1082 

TOo TOo 134—TOfT TOfk faTOTT 3/14, 

TOTft TOTRT-1 TO TO? 10,000 fW 

ft Wf to *mfrrr toTO % farTSTigro TO?ffa tttot 
'Tt.TOrc. i935 8o:-TO.tfaTnrtfTf, 82 ,tnr,8i farfa 5 - 2-82 
tot* frorr tot to i 

SqfaTO vr.-sfl TOTd ITOTTO 3TT;T TOgrff ^ 

stotiTOtw grrfT tto f tostr xx rtto frorr tott ^ 1 

TOT TOTiTOT^ Ti TOiFufaTOR ^ TOX R faTOi^ TORT TO 




tm?l JUT <T'>TOT : AUATf 1, 1983/qk 11, 1904 


[aft II— 3(ii)] 


129 


APA teoif vf 4, Arff 4 Ag ^>4 ;-;f rr^: ff"( 
sr-infr AffeA ffT Fait it^tj qi ff 2 o-1 o- o 2 ; ri 
®iiaaaa taxi# at aa*f 4x a aaaia ifli afi 
fAxr aat atsaa att a faqr af, i tf,4 

ataa at a t 4 5xfmx ’fnrrf 4 fa 1 * aft 
a Ar4 a tf°t, 4 gA xta 4 aa/f f fA xamx 
aitax xxa xxai afifft afara % ataf r F af=t 
fwr art 4 sfp "AgAFt at xf 4 At 

rrqr-q-^ftzr fx^x 4 at g i 

4, atxia (f^wx) ai4a 1955 at apt 9(1) (it) 

A 5AXXX AFT Slf-TAFT AT AXF Tf4 grr, qwf 
T TAF F^AtA, XA-IT 3/11, T’Al' 4|F wjfA, ^TrI^T- 1 
A4 5IAA - AFT 1982 x4 THfa 4 f<TF lax 10,000 

A a ijtj xat'iai shaft a v 4 if, |~,.t af! fAX m 

AIWA A*3Xf A)'-AT-1 9 3 5 8 0 9-Af-tTXA-AXA- 8 2-FA- 8 1 

fexnp 5-2-82 ax f.a^ft xf-tt g1 

pTOTT : fI FFL 8 n 5-rrrTTf-g 2-AX- 3] 


ORDER 

Madras, 'he 9th November. 1982 

S.O .134. —M/s. Rathoie Agencies, Ni. 3/14, Kasi Chetty 
St. Mathas-1 were granted a Licence No. PlZlWlSOOIC'XX/ 
82/M/81, dated 5-2-82, for import of Dry Fruity for 
Rs. 10.000. 


As there was a reason to believe +b nt the above import 
licence nas been obtained by pi educing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving ,ui opportunity loi a 
Personal Hearing on 29-10-82, As the party did not turn 
up for a Personal Healing to explain his case. 1 am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained bv fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 


on me in teims of 


T, in exercise of the powers vested .. 

Clause 9(l)(a) of the import? (Control Older, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|L935809|C|XX/S2/M/81 
dated 5-2-82 issued to M/s. Raihorc Agencies, No, 3/]4 t 
Kasi Chetty St., Madras-1 for import of Dry Fruils for 
Rs. 10.000 foi April-March, 1982 period. 


INo. DF/805/AM.82/AU.1II] 


FLAT AXT HTSAA wf a 7g at f^xr ATX I *tax 
ATAF At ATF XF4 sxFfXXcT AATTf % fAX ATff A 

ai4 a apa, 4 w xrx R a/tf g f»fi axxai prs- 
aa apa ap44 phtftp aataap % atop at spier 
fxxr axt £ rfF xA^Fr pfaa at ata a4 

FL-qsfta fTAX #AT g I 

4, ATATA (fXAAP) AFP 1955 dfr tfFT 9(l) 
(rr) % SFrFTfT FTfT 5ffjTrF 'Pf Wm dFA gtT, 
FdFf ^THFft vmT-2 Ffrf'dFF'F ^\Z tiq'T^R, 
FTTF- 1 3 dTf, — RDT 1982 ^4 wSl % fFO Fl4 

10,000 tidi fj/3 9ivflr qir intrirT dF4 % ^rrrY 
fddi 4wr q4-¥^i935 8 36-ifr--tTTO-tT5FR- 

8 2-FH- 81 fedi-L 1 6-2-82 4A trT'tJFr T? dFdT gl 
[4®irr: ftOF- 8 5 0 -tnTR- 8 2 rrq;- 3 ] 


S.O. 135—M/s. Ualagi Store, No. 2, Ramauaicken Street, 
Koyapmam, Madras-600013 were granted a Licence No. 
P|Z|J935836|C|X\/H2/M/81 dated 16-2-82 for import of 
Diy Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate ccitifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued callinc upon the 
licence holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an apportunity for a 
personal heat ing on 29-10-82. As the party did not turn up for 
a peisonal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in cxeicisc of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9( 11(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the impoit licence No. P|Z|1935836/C/XX/82|M|81 
dl. 16-2-82 issued to M/s. Balaji store, No. 2, Ramanaicken 
street, Madras-13, for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for Apiil-March, 1982 period, 

IF. No. DF/850/AM.82/AU.1II] 


WHowro 13 6:- -fltfsft ^TFRWtf Rlfatf Ft4, RWT- 5, 
%o vlT, *151^600012 dit LT4 10,000 fFfi 
F5 W Til ’Tf -TFT -tF% % frtr ’df-TTF Fretir OTf 
19 3 5 88 4-m -F5f JTFifJT- 8 2-FR- 8 1 fFTt'R 

22-2-8 2 FFt fFdT *Fn «TT I 


tftTo^TTol 3 5 — yj (41 sjfV FF, If FIT- 2, T I H ? T I g/Fb d 

y. ^4?, AWF, TFF-13 t4 1 0,000 fFP 

'pt-i'l qtr rtart af 4 % ft=TTT itTfiFT 4 t®tt t4- 

19358 3 6—tfr-tFA-FFA- - 8 2-Fif- 8 1 16-2-82 

3Tf 4 f^AT ART Al I 

Fpyp'-fp rfdAT AFfTTA 4 FT 'RdRA ATArA 
% snrFFW ^i^t af 4 % 5TrtrF tp; f^Ai ftt 1 1 
RRIFFA % R’Ar^TFA'LAT % tTFdd fAWATO AiTA 
°PT AAPA fAFff 44 A, NT3f A Ag FJBt't gA 
AATAT A4feA AF4 fl Al AAf AT fA 29-10-82 AT 

SAHARA AT 5RTA7 TA % qTATA AAA4 AT ft 

1 Os/ GI/82—17. 


AA^AA AlyAA AAAt ^FFT'A AFT 'tJAjA ATA1A 
% AATAAA bTrft AFT % ATAF 'F AFT fAAT AAT 
4 I AA AAfATA % AAFAfdAAr % Arf 4 fATfATA 

ft 4 Ttr ArA'A f-iATf 44 4, af4 4 as |A A^ 

A FA AAPA> AtfeA Arft fAAT AAT AT fA 29-10-82 

t4 fIffta a i at! at ttaaa 44 % faia aaa4 

ATcr (AAf AAT ApAA AAT A T? AT fAAT ATA AAA 
AIAA AT A t 4 ^aTaJAA AAAT$ % f^A AT^f A 

ATA A A1FA, A ^A AiA A tTAtJ g fA A^tfAT 
AT^AA AAA AAAT AFTATA AATAAA % ATAF AT 
AT r -A fAAT AAT | FtT A^'JTTT ATFTA a 4 AT4 
At A^ASftA fAAA FAT g I 
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H, totoe (fEREE) tore, 1955 TO eft 9 ( 1 ) 

(it) % toeee err srfarrn to erTr tat jr, 
eTOiT rpetotoe Tore f?w, rtot- 5 , TO rto TOr, rrtr- 
600012 TO, rTOi-fte, 1 982 TO RRfa % fTO TOR 
10,00 0 ET TO 'FEE T! TORTE TOE % fRR RTTf 

r» 

fTOr TO MrczT^r tott TO-ief -19 3 5 s a 4 TO 1 -tmEro- 
82-RR-81 {TOlT 22-2-82 TO iMRRFT ^ rpr^y 

P ' 

[wr: TOrRI- 897-R, rnf-82-RE3[ 

SO. 136.—M/s Balamurugan Maligai Stores, No. 5, K.H 
Road, Madias-600012 were granted a Licence No. P[Z] 
l935884/C|XX/82/M|81 dated 22-2 82 for import of Dry 
Fruit* for Rs. 10,000. 

As Iheic was j reason to believe that the above iinpoit 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past import* which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice wag issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a peisonal 
hearing on 29-10-82. As the patty did not turn up for a per¬ 
sonal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the above 
Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means and 
hereby decide id cancel ihc licence cvparlc. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1 Kn) of the fmpotls (C'ontiol) Order.. )955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No P|Z| I933884|C/XX/821M/81 
dated 22-2-82 issued to M/s. Baiamunigan Maligai Store, 

No. 5, K. H. Road, MJKliH<j-6()0O12 for import of Drv Fruit* 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 period. 

[F No DP /897/A Yf f/MJ lllj 

^To wio 13 7 - 9 W toxtoTO srrfTOrro too, protri- 
44 , TO-r^TOr to, erte- 6 oooi 2 TO kTO 10,000 

TT ^ 3 ? TOTT EE ETRTE TOE % fsftr ^TRIE ET^ER 
RWT TO-EHTR- 1 9 3 5 8 8 3 - TO-REE-REE- s 2-RR- 8 1 fTOTT 
22-2-82 RTfr fTOr TOT TT I 

TIUTO CTO TOePTTE EFT WERE TORO 

% erfeto rfJ etTO % rtto ip - efe frEr tot 1 1 

TR ERTTOR T TOFEfET ET % TO if TOffR TOE 

tt tfr froif re ir, TOf r to i©e ?r to eetot 

EETErT ElfRR RFt f%ET TOT El TO 2-J-10-82 TO 
TOWTE REETf EE RATO 3 % % TTOR RETT EFT- 
fTRT TOf EtTOr TOi R T^r TO fEEf TOR 1 ERE 
TO1% TO PTO spTO TOtTO reet? % fro TOf 
T EFT T tot, $ TO TOT R RETO E fT ETERi 
TYsror ere rtoT TOettpe erftee % etef: to 
TITO falRT TOT If TO. REE3TE -RFRT TO TO TOE 
TO TO-TOfrE fTOR E'ET f 1 

%, eerie (TOrer) TOr 1955 TO eft 

9 ( 1 ) (rr) % stTOft TOT TOTOFf T>I ERTO TOR gn, 
RENT FTOn RlfTO'E TOm, 44, RTHTOi E TO, 
EITCT-60001 2 TO, RTO-RTE, 1982 TO rTOt T fTO 
ERR 10,00 0 TT Rtf W TT TOTTE TOf % fTR 
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TOT fro TO TT^R RTOf tft-TOTR-1 93 588 3- 
Rf-RTRTTTO-8 2-iTR-8 1 fETTE 2 2-2-82 TO ?Fr 
TO TART ? 1 

[RTOT : frTO-8 98-RRE H2-TO j] 

S.O 137.— M/- Rajesvvaii Provisions Stores, No. 44, 
Demcllows Road, Madras-600012 were granted tl Licence 
No. P/Zf 193J883/C/XX / 82|M|81 dated 22-2-82 for import 
of Dry Fruits for Rs 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above impotr 
licence has been obtained by producing a Charteied Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 1 i- 
cence Holder to Show Cause why action should not he taken to 
cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
Heating No 29-10-82. As the party did not turn up for 
Personal Hearing to explain his case, J am satisfied that the 
above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935883/C/XXI82! 
M/81 dated 22-2-82 issued to M/s. Rarswari Provisions 
Stores. 44 Demellows Road, Madras-600012 foi import of 
Diy Fimts foi Rs 10,000 for Apnl-March, 1982 period 

[No DF/898/AM-82/AU. HI] 

TOo WTo 138 - -RTRt RfRT RffRTOR 7 TOo rr 0 rfT, 
ETOR 600021 T/T TOR 1 0,000 ET Rif TOT TO TORTE 
tbTO % fro? gfi tor RTTOR RTOT Rt-STOr-1 93 587 9- 
RT—i/RRriTOr—82-<TR- 81 fTOW 22-2-82 TFf fsfiRT 
RRT TO I 

ETOTO RToRR RTOf RTORTR 3T’J TOF^ TORIR 
% TOTTRTO RPri RTO % RTRU R t RFR fTRT RTO 
t I RR RRTRRR T TOFrifETTO % Rt'^ if fTOTOR 

tfTR TO TOTTTO fr'ITf R'T R, RTOf ^ EfI ERR R^ 

FTTR TOTRT TTfjR' RTO f'-FRl TO! TO fT 2 9-10-82 
TO ^Tf/FTO RTOn£ TI RRRT RE % 97RTR RETO 
fTOf TOT ETTRE RRt E TO TR f'TOr TOR I 
rtE RIRE TO ETOR T r E TOfTORE »JETr$ T fRR Tiff 
R TOE % TO Tn T, t ^R TOE R RETO E fh REf TO 

EtTRR REE RETO RTOETE ERPRET % TORF TO 

RFE fTRI RTO t RTO RETOFI EFEE TT TO T t E 
TO TO-eTOR fERR R' t T g I 

If, RiTl'E (TERRlf) TORE, 19 55 TO TORT 9 

(h)(rr) $ TOE4E ERR TOETFE TT TOTE tTO fR, 

TOTO TrTO EffRE-'T, 7, R|S> Ro TOR, R3TR- 600 021 

TO, EER-RiR. 1982 TO ERF!! % f"ER TOR 10,00 0 

RF E'R TET TT TOTOE T T E % fsRR RFf fER ER 

ET?RR ETOT Ef-?RE- 19 3 5 87 9 -RT-RRRRER- 8 1 ■ 

ttr- 81 f'RETT 22-2-82 TO FERSTTI E? TTOT f- I 

[RTOT : TOfRH-90 5-RRR 82-RR 3] 1 
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RPR T7, RtRTR imR ] 19 1 t ft? 11, 1 <-)0 l 


S.O. 138,—M/s. Vani Provisions, 7 G A, Road, Madras 
6(10021 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/1935879/C/XX) 
82/M/81 dated 22-2-82 for import of Dty 1-iuils fo> 
Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there wa,s ,i lejjuii to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant certificate certifying their past impoits which was 
not genuine, a Show t ausc Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Healing on 29 10-82. As the party did not turn 
up for a personal hearing to explain hi/ case, I am satisfied 
that the above import Licence has been obtained by frandu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence e\- 
parte. 

1. in exercise of the powers vested oil me in temts of 
Clause 9(1 )(a) of the Imports (Control) Older, 19jx. 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935879/C / 
XX/82/M/81 dated 22-2-82 issued to M,'s. Vnni Provisions, 
7, G.A Rord, Madias-600021 foi import of Diy fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for Aprii-Mnich, 1982 period. 

(No. DF/90VAM-82 / All. Ill| 


not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
th- I icence Holder to Show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving on opportunity for a 
j ersonal healing on 29-10-82. A 3 [he party did not turn 
up lor a personal hearing to explain his case. .1 am satisfied 
that the above Jtnpoit Licence ha a been obtain by fiaudulant 
means and hereby deciJe to cancel Hie licence ex-partc. 

I, in exercise of the posters vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) or the Imports (Conliol) Older, 1955, here¬ 
by cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z| 1935880lC|XX[82J 
M/81 dated 22-2-82 issued to M/s. Thiriimurogan Provision 
f/loies, 21, Sunthappa Mudali Stieet, Madras-600012 for 
mipoit of Diy Fruits for Rs 10,000/- for April-March, 
1982 period. 

(No. DF/911/AM H2/AU. IIi| 

fie mo 1401— RTRRT, 51, RRfeRR - 

fTHR R3TR-600 012 R'T *RR 10,000 RR 

r-rt Rr mirror rtR R trrRrT ht?(Rr r®tt 
7% 1 9 3 610 G-flf-nxfRTpg- 8 2 -Rtf - 8 1 fRRTR 

6-3-82 rttY Frrt hm «ri i 


RTo mo 1 39:—RRNf fmowd SnfRRR TRW, 

21, HFffmqr rtri *f(s, ttjtpt 6-00 012 rt 
10,000 rr ffir rhI rt tTirtr rtr % f^-rr mtfrr 
Hr^Tf rs rt ri-?rr -193588 o-Rr-PWTnrw- 8 2 -pr- 8 1 
faRTR 22-2-82 RT^t fRRT RRr m 1 

rrrrr htwrr hrr! RSTHFr 3 T r r 'Rr^r RTRrR 
% WRier mm rtr % ^rErrc rc rfr Frrt rrt 
% 1 rr srfrroTLs R RRHTfRRRr % ift if Fl^rth 
rtr Rr rttrt foarf fR *r, Rrf? R r? r.sr rr rr 
rf^r Rcrrm r>Frr mrt Frrt RRr m Fr 29-10-82 
rt srFrrr rrrtc Rr mm rr r R?R 7 R rrr't 
urm fRRT rrt rtrrr rrt r r? t< Frrt rtf 1 
m^r ritft r't rtr srFtrrr HRRri r fm qi€f 

R mR R RPR, R ^ rtR' R Rrcj £ i% rrRxS 

ht^rr rrr rrrt rirttpr rrprrr R marc cp 

RRH f^;gr rrfRr | rV. TTRRgTLr 'RfRRR R’T rtr 

rt TT^fm Fthr hrt f 1 

t, nrrmfT (fmwm) mgw, 1955 to mzr 9 ( 1 ) 

(tt) % mmfg qgn wfsFFrm RiftR q:mr ^tr, 

RTf^idTR F2TFT, 21, RTcfi-mRl R^Tf 

vS O 

55 V, mrpT-eoo 012 m, 1 982 rtV trgftr 

% Frit Tigg 10,000 Rb ^5 Rwff mRTn R./R % 
fern; gr(t fRR Tfg RRRT Rlr-?Rr?-193588(i- 

Rl , -n;WTR?T- 82 -PTT -81 fRRTR 22-2-82 RT RRdslTT 
T? RtRr f 1 

[TO : forth-91 1-irmTo 8 2-irtT 3 ] 

5.0. 139.—M/s. Thirumuiugan Piovision .Sides, 21, 
Sr.gthiappa Mudali St , Madrus-600012 were gianted u 

licence No. P|/i ly35880|C|XX |82]M1S1 dated 22-2 82 
lor import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

A s there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 


RRRrfi ’TR5T HtflRTH ?I T f RRRR mmR 

% uTrm'ra' Rifr % sumr rc rfr ffm trtt 
% 1 rtit 0 T'Tr % mrrFRfaRTr w< R fgtrrrfr 
RcR Rf RTCR fgifli tR R, Tleff R RR fR Rip 

lto g?nm r'tFjr rr fggr rrt m fb 29 - 10-82 

Rtl sgfffiRR RRRlff RR RRRT' RR % R^RfR RRRR 
RIRT fRRT RRT RT^RR RRf R ^ RL fcfT Rfir I 
RRR RfRR RT FqtRRITR, sqfffiRR RRRtf % fRTT qrff 
R % RfTR, ^ ^R RTRR RRCR ^ fR RRRffi 

R‘f%R RRR RRRfRTRIRTR qRMRR R HRRTR RR snxg 
fsi.-Rf RRT % R1R tTRRsra RTRRR RT T.% RCR RT 
RRRSa'rR fRRR RRT f, I 

Jr ; mRrR (Frrrr) rtrr, 1955 Rr rtri 9 

( 1 ) (IT) % RRTRR 5TRR RfRRirf Rf 5TRTR RTR 
^it, RRRl RR |'ffR RRRRf, 51, fjlRRfRTTR 
RRTR-600 012 RT, R^R-RTR, 1 982 RT RRftT % 
f^ftr tPTR 10,0 00 RR .RRT RT RTRTR RRR % 
Fm RlftfRR RR HlWr RRR1 1936106- 

Rf-RTRlTRtT-82 -p;R' 8 1 ffRTR 6-3-82 RT RRRym 
r-f RTgf ^ | 

[RRRT : fRTR-1 259- f TRRo 82-RR 3 ] 

S.O. 140. —M/s. Roop Tlading Company, 51. TCullitham- 
hiran 81., Madras-600012 weie granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1936106|C|XX|82|M!81 dated 6-3-82 foi impoit of Drv 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence hag been obtained bv producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate eeititying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the 1 iccnce Holder in Show Cause why action should not 
be taken to canc-l (he licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 29-10-82, As the Party did not turn 
up for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, I am satis¬ 
fied that the above Import Licence has been obtained bv 
fiaudulant means and hereby decide to cancel Ihe licence 
c.K-parte, 
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1 in exercise of the powers vested on me in teims of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No, p/Z/1936106/C/ 
XX/82|M|81 dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s Roop Trading 
Company, 51, Kutlithambiian St.. Madras for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000/- tor April—March 1982 period 

I No DF/1259/AM. 82 /A U. II1J 

tto 5no i4i.—fpfcrr nT Yqqqqf Yq-Rr 

16, TtrfatJPTR 44. Rjf Ff- 600 021 YT, TT4 

10,00 0 4Y f(*ir Y4? YT 5TI4M Y f4q 41414 

41*44 4WI 'fto-WY-1935877-qr~qYTqW-82-i,4- 
81 fqqTY 2 2-2-82 STf^V fY4T 44T 4T I 

TTtfrp 41*44 44TT 4:41414 3TR 4(414 ST 

tyttyy qnf yty y shetr tl thy fqrqr mr % i 

44 447444 % 44T4TfqYTT % TIT if fqi74T4 YV4 Yt 
trot fosrf 4, ttzT 4 44 iet fq qY try 
arartn qffsq yrt fY4r 44i *tt fY 29 - 10-82 yt 
sqfrRTq 4447 f YT YTSR ^4 % 44Y'l 41 fi 

fYYI MRt 47*44 ®Rft 4 TJ YT foil 4Tq I 444 4T4R 
YT *7*3 YRT sqfrRiq IJ'TTTf % f^q Tisf 4 511% % 

ytly, A ?4 ypt 4 q fY yttr 41*44 44 q 
444lr R<jrmT t4rtt?t % stthr tv s-pr Err ttt 

I 4R qdTT'XRr 4T?44 YT vq iRR To qY-TsfiT 

fqtfq #qr g 1 

t, shtty (fqq?Rr) rtyy 1955 yt mu 9 ( 1 ) 
(q) y wm ttt 5ifsrYPi yt tret y?t |q, 44*n 
Rf Yqqqqf <?trt *qf4 is qf444T44 q/fi #4, 
43T4- 2 1 y'T, 444-- 4T4 1 9 8 2 Yf tqqfa Y faq W 
10,00 0 rfY ^tj Y4T Yf 41474 Y T 4 Y fqq 4RT 
fYT Yd 41*44 4447 7f-*TR- 1 9358 77-4fo-qT4 444- 
82-qq<’-8l f*4TY 22-2-82 YT 4444 §7 T f YRR 

f I 

[tytt : frqY- 9 1 u-qqq s 2 -qq a] 


SO. 141.—M/s. Sri Kanuguduiga General Stoics, 16, 
Namasivayam Chetty Lane, Madras-600021 weie gianted a 
Licence No. P/Z/1935877/C/XX/82|MI81 dated 22-2-82 
lor import of Dry Fruits foi Rs. 10,000/-. 

As thcie was a reason to holiere that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show' Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should pot he 
taken to cancel the licence fih mg an opportunity for a Per¬ 
sonal hearing on 29-10-82 As the Party did not turn up 
for a personal bearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudn-lant 
means and heiebv decide to cancel the licence ex-partc, 

J, in exercise of the rowers vesled on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Contiol) Order, 1955. 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z//19?5877/C| 
XX/82IM dated 22-2-82 issued to M/s Sri Knnagudurg, 
General Stores, 16, Namasivayam Chetty Lane, Madras 21 
for import of dry fruits for Rs. 10,000/- for April- March, 
1982 period. 

tNo. DF/9J0/AM. 82/AC. HI) 


[Part II—Ft r. ?(i')J 

TT^R 142—W4T HTY dfrq Y^TH, ZRTr 

2 7, R15,, tre^r FfR, YJTY- 6 0 0 6 0 1 TT FTTf 

10 00 0 TTY g/t Tmfr YI YTOTii Y'> d Y fiq 5TPTR1 

(i®rr 41 o -sy q -19 o 5 8 7 8-#fr-q-q yt q tt- s 2 -qF - 

81 fo'TTY 22-2-82 YRT f^YT W YT I 

TT'f’Y qrsYq YRprrq str w TiLfy 

TYms yrT Yvq y inarv >r fYin qqr ti 

T’T TTPHTiS Y YYRqfqYTT Y 5f[T if fqiJqRJ 
Y#q Yf YR°1 TY 4, Tiff 4 4? ?tr 

qY Y T 'T TTPTT 4tfRT YRf f^Yf W YT 
fY 2 9-10-82 YT KjfTRTri goflf YT 444^ sp 

T14TT a4Yl 4R| fY4I 4TT 4RT4 TT1 4 '4 TV 

fYTT YTu I ?TT4 4FT4 YT CT !Ri Y v 4 sqffRlT f^if 
Y Tiff 4 YT4 Y Y vn|, If f4 7F, 4 - 4R q 
fY YT^T4 4RR4 Yqq '-TnYT vf€I[T T P4,YTd Y 
ajrtTlR T< T44 fY4r Y-rr ^ YR qd^YgTTr rTT^fpT YT vq 
tr^ Yt qr-w>r fq"fq yyt ?> t 

ff, YT4T4 (f4444) 4T4Y 19 56 YT 4RT 9(l) 
(q) Y 4T4tf4 T44 RflTYRI YT T0f4 Y T jq, 
44^> 14Jt4 ff?4 Y^T-ff 4401-27, ?Trj4 444T 444T 
VfR, 4SI4-6000 01 YT, YT4—4 t 4 1 98 2 Yf 44f4 

% ferq <tt 4 10,000 <ty ^ yyt yt yrty yt4 y 

t4'T xr^r lY4 44 4R44 6Wr 'ff-^YZ-19358 78- 
4l-qWqT4-82-q4o-81 feqfY 2 2-2-82 Yf qqq- 
£Kf rq y v 4T ^ I 

[44cfr: 4fq y- 9 o 9-qq4 82/444 rtj 

S.O. 142—Mis. Nrrrn.d Tindmg Co No 27 Slortten 
Muthia Mudali Street, Madras-600 001 wore granted a 
Licence No P/Z/1935878/C/XX/82|M|8l dated 22-2-82 for 
import of Div fruits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to belive that the above impoit 
licence has been obtained bv producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Ccttificatc certiiymg ihcir past imports which was nor. 
penume, a Show Came Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to .Show eauo why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a peisonal 
healing on 29-10-82 As the part'' did not turn up for a 
peisonal Heaung to explain his case, I was satisfied that the 
iK"c Impoit Licence bas been oblamed by fiaudulailt means 
and hereby decide to ccncel the licence ex-partc 

L in exercise of the powcis vested on me in terms of Clause 
9 I I Mu) of the Impuits (Control) Order 1955 hereby 
cancel the Impoit Licence No P/Z/l935878/C 'XX|82|M|81 
dMrd 22-2-82 issued to M/S. Nirmal Trading Co. No. 27. 
Miolten Muthia Mudali dr set, Madras 600001 £01 import 
of Diy Irmt- ;01 Rs 10,000 foi April -Maich 1982 peiiod 

TNo DF/909/AM ’82/AU. IIII 

YTo TTTo 14 3.—^RT sff Y4T 44^4 RT<f, 
44T|-b8, vfte Vo Yfs 43T4-6000 21 Yf 4T4 10,000 
4Y g/T YvfT YT 4I4T4 YV^ Y PtR 4T4I4 47Y44 
4441 Tf-T7R-193 5885-41-444444-82-440-81 f44tT 
22-2-82 YT^t fY4I 44T 4T I 



HUH ft HHRT - 


133 


[urtH-sd? j(ii)] 

TTTR R.THH RT?f RTFUR gm RHg/R RFTFT % 
hkirtst rpr v rtstr- rv f^ r ^- r % t 

rr srfHvt % RRFHfHRRr % hr it ihhhhtr rrr Rr 
rpr fr-jrf ^r r, hr'T r rr fn; u% rrw 
hrirt Rifen rt^t faRi ru ht fr 29-10-82 rt 
wrfaRer r;hrt# ri sprr hr % rhtr rrrt rrV 
frur rht rrrr hri r rt fcRi hft 1 ?m rtrr 
rt rrr rrr RfrRpr ^RHrt R fR" Titff 3 ^ $ 
rrr, t ?*r hr % rijch g fo rr£r: rirrr hrh 

RRHT R'HFfFr DHTHTH % RrRR HR RPR f%ETT RRT 
t vftr 1TFTRHSRT HT5RR RT r ? R T R Rf TOTH 
f'T'J^T RRT f I 

t, HlRTfT (fROHR) HI HR 1 955 Rf 3R 9(l) 
(rr) ip r^rr srg?r HfsRrpR rt hhtr rxh fR, HH/fr 
sfr HHf HR7vr *RfR, TORI-6 8, Hfo fTo H3FR- 
5 0 0 021 TO, HSTR—HTH 1 982 Rt HHfa % fHR 
HHH 10,000 HR RFT RT HTRTR RVR R farr 

RFf fRH »(H OrWH RW Hi-^rH-1935B8 5-Hl-RHH- 
RHR-8 2-FR-8 1 feotT 2 2-2-82 R> RRHR gTU ^ 
R T HT fT I 

[RREfT : fl'RR- 8 9 8-R1TH/82-RH 3] 

S.O. 143.—M/s. Sn Lima. General Stoics, No. 6K, G.A, 
Hoad, Madras-600 021 weie granted a Licence No P/Z/ 
1935885/C /XX/82/M/Kl dated 22-2-82 for import of Dry 
FruiP foi Ks. 10,000/-. 

As there was a i casoti to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports -which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not 
he taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 29-10-82. As the party did not turn 
up for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, I am satis- 
lied that the above Import Licence has been obtuined M 
fraudulent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence 
e.vpartc. 

1, in excicise of the poweis vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) i a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereto'’ cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935885/C/XX| 
82[M/81 dated 22-2-82 issued tj M/s. Sii Uina General 
Sloies, No. 68. G.A. Road Madias-600 021 for import of 
Dry hi nits for Rs. 10,000/- for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DP/899/AM. 82/AU. 1TIJ 1 

RToHTo 144.—HTOt RfPi iffR, HWT-32, Ruff 
Hff *sft, H3STH-60000 1 RT, PRR 10,000 HR 
RRT RT HTHTR RTR R fRF HTHTR HHTHH RRTT Rfo 
19 3 510 2-?fr-TTSF»T itsrt- 8 2-PR- 8 I fdHPF 6- 3- 8 2 
3TRt f%RT 4RH *TT’ I 

TPTrF HIT^H Hdfl DHTOTH sl^f HFTyi !1WfT 

T frRTTopTT 3rrft T ump RP RPR fdRTT W 
I I TR RRT’Rc^ % ■JT^FTf^TR Rr if fapqTRTTR 
Rr Tp-ar fTsrr; ^ir R, iref h rr ruM rr ttr tirr- 

RAHfr RTfeR LRf (PaT RR1 HI fT 2 9-1 0-82 Tt 

SRffbRR RRRlf T1 HRRZ RR T TTHTH RRTT TP't 

-J -» 
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frirr tprr ht?% =frt r Tf fenr ttr i ^ttr ttrh 
TT FTtR TTR ^rrRRR % fab *n#f R % 

TTRif, t ?R RPT *( RRCj f fip RHR 

RRRt RtRTRTH TRTOTRH % HPRIT RT jnr v =f RRl | 

5fV rrRRSTRl HT^RR Tt Tt RT-R^ffR fRHR 

HRf | I 

RTRIR (fRRHR) RiRtR 195 5 R>T RTH 9(l) 
(R) Rl RRTRR RRH RfRRrpR RR RRTR TRT 
RRHt R f PI RWT-3 2, RRR( R^t IRIR, RsRR- 

GOOOOl RR, RRR—RPR 1982 <ht RRftT % fRC{ RRR 
10,000 RRT RH RR) RR RTHTR R7TR % fRR Rift 
fRTR RR RTfRTl RJ3RT Rf-^RR-19 3 61 0 2-Rr-kRRT tTRR- 
82 -rrR -81 fRRiT fi-3-82 R?1 RRRSRRf ^ RRRT 

I I 

[rrrt : RTRr;/ 1269 / RRR 8 2 /'rr 3 ] 

S.O. 144.—M/s. Meicury Tradeis, No. 32, kasi Chetty 
St., Madras-600 001 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 

1936102/C/XX/82/M/81 dated 6-3-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not 
he taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing, on 29-10-82, As the Party did not turn 
up for a Pcrsoual Hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by frau- 
dulant mean* and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex- 
parte. 

I, in cxeicisc of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of ihc Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import licence No. P/Z/1936102/C/XXI 
821M/81 dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s. Mercury Traders, No. 
32, Kasi Chetty St., Madras-600001 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs, 10,0000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

I No. DF/1269/AM. 82/AU. IHJ 


RR° RU 14 5.—RRRf RFFrif rmflfRRR, rwr 

41, RiTHt RRRt RR, RSTR-600001 TT RRR 10,000 
RR RiRT RR RTRTR RTR % frirr RTHTR RIRRR 
RSRT Rt-TfTR-1 93 5 77 9 -rT-ttrrtirr- 8 2 RR- 81 [SRIT 
1-2-8 2 RT^f fRR RR1 HI I 


RRRRH RrRRR RRRt RRTRTR sP.T RRJR RIRRR R 
WPIRR RlFf RR^r % RraTR RR RPR fRRT RRr I I 
RR RRTRRR % RRFRfRRRf R RT^ R fRRRTR Rr 
RTFH fRRTf RR ^T, Rftff ^ RR ’JW* fTTtnR RTRR 
RRfRT RtfjR RTTf fR.RT RRT RT fR 2 9-10-82 R> 
=Rf«FRRR RRRlf RT RRRT RR % RTRiR RRRf RFt 
fRRT RRT RT^RR RRT R Tf RR fRq-, iR,rr | Ripf r F r% 
Rt LRtT RTR SRfRRRR RRRTb % fRR rjy^f R RTR % 

'O 1 
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FTTF, f ST ^TFT Sr FT^T £ fF FTtjFF FTftF FFF 

ffft spinet FFTFqFr % ftutt qr a ft fFFT fft % 

Ft? FTT5TFT FTSTF FT T£ FTF Ff FF-TwTtt flFF 

%ft f i 

t, ftftf (fiFm) stiff 1955 Ft fiTt 9 ( 1 ) 

(f) F SEFFF FFF iTfsTET 7 ! FT FFTF FTF ^rr, 

fw Frwf FtqfrfcTF, FFFi- 41 , ftfi ^f£T ff, 
vsm-i ft, stfF--qrF 1982 fT sufa f far/ ftf 
10,000 ff g;# tft't ft sttftf ftf f fro ^rrft fFF 

FT FTSFF W qi-IFF-l 93 5 7 79-TT-FTTTTF-82- 
FT-81 flFTF 1-2-82 FT ETTTTlTr ?? FTFT £ I 

[FFFT : fTO[F- 7 8 8-FTnr- 8 2-O.F 3 ] 

S.O. 145.—M/s,. Gayatri Fmpomim, No. 41, Kasi Chelty 
lane, Madars-600001 wcic granted a licence No. P!Z| 
193 5779 |C|XX|82|M|8L dt. 1-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was .1 icuson to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accountant 
Certificate certifying their past import ; which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon the licence holder 
to show cause why action should not be taken to cancel the 
licence giving an opportunity for a personal hearing on 
29-10-82. As the party did sot turn up for a personal hcanng 
to explain his case, 1 am satisfied that the above Jmipoit 
licence his been obtained by fraudulent means and hereby 
decide to cancel the licence ex-paitc. 

1, in exercise of the posveis vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9 (1) (a) t>f the Imports (Costroll Order, 1855, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935779|C|XX|82| 
M[81|dt. 1-2-82, issued to M|s. Gayatii Emporium, No. 41, 
Kasi chelty lunc, Madras. 1, for import of Dry Fniits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982-period. 

[F. No. DF|788|AM. 82|AU.1I1.J 

<FTo,5RT 0 14 5.—Writ FTFpft %fFF~F, FFFT-«, 
fi€t %qr rfz, fstf-69 0001 ft 10,000 
FF ffl FFTT 94 TTTFTF FTF F f"TO ?FFrF FT^F 
F®Tf fi-T¥<5-193 580 5-lfT-rrFFFW-82-FF-81 flFTF 
5-2-82 FTTT fFFT FFl FT I 

fffif iqrwr ffft fpitftf sift ncpjf ftftf % 
TFUFFT ^rr^i FTF % TTTFTT qr TFT fFFT TFT | I 
TF q t l FI ’Ul F FFlTFfFFFr F FTT if FTF Ff 

FTTF follt FT F, FT®f if F? < 5 ®% fo l*F FTTF FFTTTT 
FlfTF FTTi fFFT TFT FT fF 29-10-82 FT ^FflFFF 
FFFti FT FF-F" FF % FFFTF FFFT FTFf fFFT FFT 
NTltF FFT F 11 1 FT fFFT FFf 1 Fq% FTF^T FT *qFT 
FTF oFfFFFF FFFlf F fFF qq€f F XTTF % FTTF, f 
W FTF F FFCF £ f-F TFFW FTFFF FFF FFFT 

cj r >3 

FUFTTF FFTFqF % FTtfTT qr RFF fFttp- FF1 t Wk 
EFTS!FT FTTFF FT ! % FTF FT nF-q^fTF fFFF ^TFT f ! 

FT FTF (fFFTTF) FTFF 1 95 5 FTtT9(l) 

(tt) % F^F’fF FFF FftTFprt FT FFtF |F, 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

"~3( ~ =_ -" ™ == " 

FF«Tt FTFlATt FfFFFF, W-G, FTffT FFFf 
FFTFT-6000 0 1 FT, ST^F—FTF 1 9 82 Ft TTFfF F fvTF 
3>FF 10,00 0 FF ^ FFT FT FTFTF FT^ % FTf ^ffT 
fFF F$ FUFF F5FT q'T-FFi- 1 9 3 5 8 0 5 -^- 1 ^Fpqjq- 
82-TTF-81 fFFTFT 5-2-82 FT Td^gTTT Fj tpTffr | 1 
[FFFT XT pcfi-sofi-FTF 82-^ it] 

S.O. 146—M/s. Balaji Chemicals, No. 6, Kasi Chelty 
St, Madras. 600001 weie granted a Licence No. P|Zj 
1935805/C/XX/82/M-S1 dated 5-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac- 
counlani Certiilcale certifying their past imports which was 
not genunie a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show' cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 29-10-82 As the party did not turn 
up for a Personal Hearing lo explain his case, I am satisfied 
I hat the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-paitc. 

1, in exercise of the Powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)( a) of Ihe Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. PIZ|1935805|C|XX|82|M|81 
dated, 5-2-82 issued to M|s, Balaji Chemicals No. 6, Kasi 
Chetty St., Madras. 600001 for import of Dry Emits for 
Rs. 10,()00 for April—M-uch 1982 period. 

[No ; DF1806|AM. 82!AU. TII.] 

Flo STTo 14 7.— FFNf ’FT Tfqj 1 5 , 

FFfFFTF' FFSlT ?ff2, FSTFT-b00021 FT 10,000 
FF *3# FFTT FT FTFTF FT^T % 9TTFTF sTT^FF 
F^FT qt-^TTF- 19 3 5 8 8 2-FT-ti[FFFFF- 8 2-fF- 8 T fFFTF 
22-2-82 XitT fFFT FFT FT I 

7TtJ9F ^T?FF FFFT F'FTFTF FTFT FT9TF F 

FFmF FTTT qrrF F FTFIT TT TFT f-PFT FFT £ I 
FF FFT'Fq^ F ‘FFTETfF+FT F FT? F fFTFlF FTF FT 
FTTiF fF-FT^ fF F, Tt? F F? |F FF FTTF 

FFm FlfFF tiTlTl fFFT FFT FT fF 29-1 0-82 FT 
5 FfddUl FT, FFFT F TTFPT -3FFT 9JTTT 

fFFT FFT TNFTT FFT F Tf F< fFFT FTP I FT‘4 THTT 
FT TCfcr ttA SFfFFFF TJFFTt F fTT RTcff F FTF F 
FTTHf, ff F9 F FFgf F fF FFFFF FT^FF FFF 
FFFr F'FTTTF THTFRcF F FTUTT qT FI C F fFFT FFT t 
5)TT rtTFSTTr FlFFF FT X? FTF FT ET'-'-TStI'F fri^F 
FFi f i 

ft, FTFTT (fFFFF) FTFF 1955 FT FHT 9(l) 

(n) % STFifri FTfT q^TF FT 3FtF FTF £fT,. F^FT 
wf ttri fFF, 15 FTFfWF FFFT F3TF- 

600021 FT, —FPF 1 982 Ft FFfF F frirr, TFF 
10,00 0 FF F5 FFT FT FTFTi FTF F far/ ^FT 
fFF TIF FITFF FTF q'T-lFTI- 1 9 3 5 88 2-FfOFFtTqF- 
8 2-T^F- 81 fFFTF 2 2-2-82 FT rTFFFFFT t ? fTTT 
£ i ■ 


[F9FT: TT FT-9 0 O-fO F 8 2 ~FF 3 ] 



135 


*t,tf «m i, i9«3/q>r n '11904 


Uff 11—in 3 (ii)] 


S.O. 147.— M|s. Su Rama Tradets 15, Nurnasivnya 
Chetty St Madras 600021 were granted a T icence No. 
P/Z/193J882/C/XX]82I M'HI dated 22-2-82 lor import ol 
Dry Fruitc for Rs. 10,000. 

As them was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Churteied Ac¬ 
countant Certificate ceitifying liieir past imports which was 
not genuine a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Ileaiing bn 29-10-82. As the Party did not turn up 
for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Impoit Licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-pattc. 

I, in eSfeicise of the Powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1 )(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935882|C|XXj82|M!81 
dated 22-2-82 issued to M[s. Sri Rama Traders 15, Narna- 
sivaya Chetty St., Madras. 600021 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

rNo. DF|900|AM. 82|AU. III.] 
FiTIF, 15 apFFFF 198 2 

fi'ToglTo 14 8 .—FTF) f fFF F*TFY tfiiipr 

3 2 SfTTTF FfFFT iJFFt FiTTF-6000 01 

Ft WP? 10 000 FF^»T FF'TFi FTFTF FTF % %rr 
FTFTF FiFFF FFFf Tt-FFT-19 3 5 8 3 O-Ft-mfRTTTF- 8 2- 
rtF-81 fTFTF 17-9-82 Fin fwr tTF FT I 

FFFFT FrTFF. FmU FTITTIF JPT FFff FTFTF 
% FFT<FTF FFtF^ % FrFI T FT TFT fFFT FFT £ I 
FF FFTFFT F FFH'ffFFFr t FFFff?FlF F~} FT 
FTTF fcFTT& ^ F FTTf F Ft? ITtfr qF’n FFTFT 

Ftfot FTTf fFFT FFT FT fF 24*9-82 FIT oFfTFFF 
fFFlf FT FFF T FF % F^FTf^ FFFT FTTt fFFT FFT 
HT$FF TFT F fFfFT FI it | ffF FTFF Ft *fgj 

fttf sfFttff ^FFrf ft Iff orff f ftf f ftt<f 

% SF FTF F FFTF f tF FTFTf FTFFF FFF Rvpft 
FTFTFTF FFPFFF FT F1FTT qi FTR fTFl FFT I stftr 
FfTF5T T T FLUFF FT ^ F'FT FT FF-TWtF fFFF 
%FT jl I 

ft. FTFTF (lFFF<F) FTFF 1 95 5 Ft FTTT 9( l) 
(tr) % FnFF STFFT FfFFF'fFTT RFTF FTFfF, 

TTFTtF fflTF TIFF'!, FFFT-3 2, FJTTTF FffFf TjFeft 
TTlF, F3TF-00000 l Ft F5TF—RTF, 1982 Ft FFfF 
F faf *TF 10,000 FF ^Ft' FFT FT FTFTF F^ F 
tF'F Fnt fFF FF FT^F FFFT FT-^FT- 193 5 839-Ft- 
F«TFP.FF-82 -T t F* 81 fTFTF 17-2-82 F> r^r 

FnTTjj I 

[Fo ftFF-85 5 -rT(TF 8 T-oif - 3 ] 

Madras, the 15th November, 1982 

S.O. 148.—M/s. Swastik Trading Co., No. 32, Stioltcn 
Muthia Mudali Street, Madrjx-600001 were granted a licence 
No. P/Z/l935839/C/XXI82;M 81 dated 17-2-82 for impoit 
of Dry I riiits fo t Rs. 10,000 

As thei-e was a icason to believe tnat the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chattered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate ce tiffing their past imports which was 


not genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the I icencc Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 24-9-82 \s the party did not turn up 
foi a personal hearing lo explain his case, I am c ati-;fied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and here by decide to cancel the. licence ex-parte, 

T. in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No, P/Z/I935839/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 17-2-82 issued to M|s. Swastik Trading Co, 32, Strotten 
Mulhia Modal] Stieet, Madras-600001 for impoit of Dry 
Flints for Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF|855|AM, 82|AU. IIT.] 

q,loFTo , — 14 9F FTTFPT fijlf, 3 7, FCWF 
JJTFt FITTF 600001 F> FFF 10,000 FF ^ 

TFT FT FTFTF FTF F fFT TTTFLf FTTFF r fV-?F2T- 
193 58 5 2-Ft-rfFFFFF- 8 2-FF- 81 farfF 18-2-82 FTT^ 
fFFT FFT FT I 

TFJFT 'TtFFF F'TTf TFTTR 3T XT tflTFTff F 

FFTFF3T FTTf FC^ % FTFP? FT Fr r T fFFT FFT t I 
FF FFfFFF F FFHTfFTTT % FIT F fsfTFTF FTF FT 
FTTF fr/jfTj} F-T F, FT#f ^ Ff J 8 TT FF FTTF FFTF T 
FfftF FT^V fFFT FFT FT fF 2 0-9-82 FT ®FfFFFF 
FFFTt FT FFFT F F^FTF FFFT FIT, fFFT FFT 
HTTF F TFT F Ti[ FT fFFT Fr ,T I FFF FTFF FT Tqrtf 
FTF 3 FiFFFF TJFFTf F fFtT FIcff F FTn F FTTF, 
f ^F FTF Fgcj | fF FFFFF FTSFF FFF FFTi 
FFlfiTF FFTFTF F ?TTFi‘T FT FFF fFFT FFT t FTT 
rt^STTr FTTfF FT T? FTF Ft nrafr.qrefiq- 
FFT^I 

FTFTF (fFFFF) FT^t 195 5 FT FlTf 9(f) 
(rt) rf sr-FFF FTF FfFTTff FT FFTF FT ^rr, 

FTFTF fFF, 3 7, FTTTFF FTFt T^TT, FTTF 60 00 01 Ff, 
STsTf—RTF 19 82 Fl FFfrt % frt3 FTF 10,000 FF g# 
FFT FT ii'TFTF FT^f F frt'T FrfT fFF FF FrX'FF FFFT Tf- 
TFT- 19 3 58 5 2-Fi'-0TFiT[TF- 8 2 FF- 8 1 fFFfF 18-2-82 
ft^f^ fttt t? FTFT % I 

[Fo FT T'F-874-fFF SZ-t/F 3] 

S.O. 149.-—M/s, Vardhman Traders, 37, Narayana Mudali 
Street, Madras, 600091 were granted a license No. P|Z| 
1935852|C|XX|82|M|81 dated 18-2-82 for import of Dry 
Li nits for Rs. 10,000. 

A 8 there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accountant 
Certificate certifying their past imports which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon the Licence Hol¬ 
der ito show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 20-9-82. As the party did not turn tip for a personal 
Hearing to explain his case, 1 am satisfied that the above 
import licence has been obtained by fraudulam means and 
hcicby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

1 . in exercise ot the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1 Xa) of the Imports,(Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
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cancel the import licence No, P|Z|1935852|C|XX|82|M|81 
dated 18-2-82 issued to M/s. Vardhman Traders, 37, Nnrayana 
Mudali Street, Madras. 600 001, for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 fur April—March 1082 period. 

[No. DFIR74|AM. 82|AU. III.] 


«FTo?no 150,—33 Yt ^ fdY, 11, TlYt %£t 
33T3 600001 Tt *33 1 0,000 dT fpir TTY 
sfTT SfPTTd TTY T fsTE STR'ET 3[S33 Y®Tf 'TT-53F- 
193 6046-3^430313-82^3-81 fYdEF 4-3-82 
f%3f 03T IT I 


TdYYd 3 F 33 3331 3313 T 3 JF 1 33^3 31331 
% 331333 3Fi dFY T ’TWIT 3T 33d fw Oor £1 
7m 33T333 dT Sf3T?3f3T3T % NTT Y f333T3 T T ,Y 
TT TFT ftNTf YY Y, 3tff A 33 §E ET 

3 dfYt Ttfsm tpY faprr wt or f% 

20-9-82 TT ^dfddOd 3Y3ff TT *30 T YY 41 
'TT^ET 33»fY Tift fY3T 031 31333 Wt d XI 

TT f33T afro; 1 300 3T3% FT *3^ TTY SdPfdOd 

3331 ^ YfYodlYf d *tY% TFT, TtdYYdF 

*o 

g faft pq^ifT 3F33 oto grfr Ydrornd 330033 T 
*TSTF 3T 300 fT3T 031 % *>T E^E SFf 3TFtO 
ft Tjr i*fY T> OT 3 f?TY 3 fdT 3 Ydf f I 

Y, *roTd (foodT) ttYt 19 5 5 tY ?mr 9(1) 

(it) % (foYo TTmwfimff ftooYo oft§e, tYYY 

£3Y, 11> TtYt Y£t F^3, 3*33-600001 TY 
*15^-303 1982 tY 33fY % fYo 10,000 dT 

3131 TT *T3Td TTY Y fTO 3 fY fT3 FT TlfYd 
OT1 3t-?3£-193 604 6-Yf E 1 W<TW‘82-E3-8 1 ftfTTT 
4-3-3 2 TT T^SRf X% TTdT £ 1 

[11 o dY OT- 1 I 7 .'j-rmn 82-0/7 3 ] 


S.O. ISO.—M/s. Suresh Traders, 11 Kasi Chetty St., Madras- 
600 001 were granted a Licence No. P|Z| 1936046|C|XX|82|M| 
81 dated 4-3-82 fur impoit of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000, 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accountant 
certificate certifying their past imports which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon the licence holder 
to show cause why action should not be taken to cancel the 
licence giving an opportunity for a Personal Hearing on 29-9-82. 
Ah the pmty did not turn up for a personal hearing to ex¬ 
plain his case, I am satisfied that the above Import Licence 
has been obtained by frandulant means and hereby decide to 
cancel the licence ex-parte. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9<l)(a) of the Imports (Control, Order, 1982. hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|2J 1936046|C[XX182|M|81 
dated 4-3-82 issued to M|s, Suresh Traders, 1) Kasi Chetty 
Street, Madras—600 001 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rf. 10,000 for Apiil—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF|1173[AM. S2|AU. HI] 


[Part IT—Sec. 3(iiY| 

*p[o*rro i5i.—33 tY dro^r-t orfoom, 3001-29, 
tJdYt OrFFO *?Yd, 3S1T3-12 TY F3 10,0 00 OF 

3or tot Tr strit t\Y % fm; 3 , oft tteYo Ytit 

YY^TT- 193 60 4 4-YV-df3-E43- 8 2 ~^~ 81 fe-TTM. 4- 3- 8 2 

TTfY fFOT 7p4T Sfl I 

TTfaT tTTYi A'dTTTT TiN HTNIN 

% WfiTT ttpY TTY T H FT^IT f-HTr Th r 

'$ I 34 -TTFEm % 7T41 ^TfTFTr <F 3F Y f45T13 

t/Y ft ti T(i t fTNtf YY Y, 913 Y Y g;®Y fo 

ET FT?N TTT-oY Ytfm 4F( fFTT WT T1 ft 30-7-82 

tY ttftI Tr YY % osth; ttft 

3131 fT'Tr T'TT -TT^YY TTt T T? FT fTT: TIE I 
m-i tifY Yt t 7 Y sqfYfErd 4/Rrt Y fTO, 
TiYf t ffY Y tft, Y =nr Y^3 i fT 3T- 
Ydd TirYY 03d ■'TTYi' Y^TF'd H'imd % TrLF F 
TFT fT4T TTr Y YtT E TTSTTf Yt T 7 Y 

4 Y E^-'i'YTd fdYtr Ydr f i 

Y, Timm (fdYdr) TnYur 1955 Tf srrn 9(1) 

(it) % ■FdYd Tdff TTftITFf Tf tYn T 7 Y fEi 

dYYY difiTd^r TfYnrm, Yw -2 9, 53 YY 
TfF, mrm -12 tY, hna-ht-Y i98 2 ft ftYt % 
fTE TtY 10,000 TTF T3f Tf iTfqTd TTY % 

fdE TFT ffiY TO 3r?Yd Ywr Yr-?d3-19360 44- 

YY-EFT-E t f3-82~E t r-8i frmT 4 - 3-82 Yt ettstti 

TTdT i I 

l/FTT ft FT-11 7 0--EER 8 2-ET 3j 

S.O. 151, —M/a. Nagcshwara Provisions, No, 29, Thulasi 
Ntucken Street, Madras-12, were granted a Licence No. P/ 
Z/1936044|C|XX|82/M/81 dated 4th March, 1982 for import 
of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 30th July, 1982. As the party did not 
turn up for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satis¬ 
fied that the above Import Licence has been obtained by 
fraudulanj means and hereby decide to cancel the licence 
ex-partc. 

I, in exeicisc of the powcis vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hertby 
cancel the import licence No P|Z|19360044[C|XXl82|M|81, 
dated 4th Murch, 1982 issued to M/s. Nagfiswura Provisions, 
No. 29-Thulasi Naickcn Street, Madras-12, for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs, 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[F. No. DF/1170/AM. 82/AU.HE 

Wowo i52:—dYYt fepY Y?Y, 19, «nrrr ^Y3 

YtfY, 7FFT-7 FT ^FT 10,000 dT grj rppfy ipp 

?irdTd ttY % fdo urard thYt Ywi fr-m3- 
19 3 5 900-Yt ETd 043-82^3-81 fddtd? 21-5-bd 
TFY fddf 031 3T I 
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TrofTO tottt tt^ Ttottt ani wrprrfT 

% snr m d tofT tort % totr to ttto f%qr tto 
| i tt ttpt ( tt % TOFrfTrorr % ^ ^ faTOTT 
tf% to toft fro^f tt ft, Tiff ft irf pft m, 
pi toft toitt ftrfeT tor! frqr tot tt fft 22-7-82 
to TOfroro prof to totf Ift % totit Troft 

TRl fspqr TOT TOT T TO TO fPr TOT I 

TOT TTTT TO FFF TFT TOfTOTT ^TOlf % fp 
Tiif T WTrft % TOFT, f **T TFT ft TpS ^ fT TT- 
TTO TpTT TTT TTOt ftTOTrT TTTTW % TITR 
TO TTRT fflTT TTT | TpSRT TRTT TO ?% 
TFft TO p-TOfiT fftTT TOcTT f I 


ft, TOPrrrf (fromr) *nftr 1955 TO toft 9(1) 

(t) % WrofftT TORT TfTOfiRT TO TOfTO TRft fir, 
TTftt FRlTO flft 19, TTTT TO' C , TOtfT, T5TT-7 TO 
utTT-TO'J, 1982 TO TOffa % fp F<T$ 10,000 TOT 
grj TOff TO TTTTT TOift ^T fp TORt fftft TT 1 TTyftT 
ft TOT Tft-TfTO-1935 90O-fti-pT pT-82-ftT-81 fftTRi 

21-2-82 TO ftpSRT p TOTTT g I 

[ft®TT 5ft TOR— 9 4 4—trtrJT 82TT 3] 


S.O. 152.—M/s. Rosary Traders, 19, Thana Street, Ve- 
pery, Madaras-7, were granted a Licence No. P|Z| 19359001 
C|XX|82|M[8I dated 21st February, 1982 for import of Dry 
Fiuits for Rs. 10.000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a Per¬ 
sonal Hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did not 
I urn tip for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, I am 
satisfied that the above Import Licence has been obtained bv 
fraudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the Licence 
ex-parte. 

I, in exorcise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955. hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z[1935900|C[XX|82|M|81 
dated 21st February, 1982 issued to M/s. Rosary Traders, 
No. 19, Thana Street, Vepery, Madras-7 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March. 1982 period. 

[No, DF/944/AM. 82/AU.ni] 


TO 0 WT ° 15 3. —Wfr TOTTT fyft, TTOT- 4, fttTfftTT 
TOte, TOTTT-6 00001 TOT 10,000 TOT T(/i TOT! 

TO TOTTT TOT % fp TOTTTT TRTT ftTOT ftf-pF- 
1 93 5868-Tff-pT PT-82-p— 81 fePfi 19-2-82 TOFT 
ffiTT TOT TT 1 


TOTTT "TOTTT TTftt ftTOTTT TFT Tpft TOTTT 
% TT1TTT TOFf TFT % TOTTT TO TORT ftTOT TOT 
% I TT 5TTTTTT % TOTTTOfTOTT % Tift ft fTTOTT 
TO TTFT TO ft, TTTO ft T? pft p p 

1085 GI/ 1 :-IS 


TiRT TTTTOt ftffcT TTFf fftTT TOT TT fft 2 3-9-82 
TO at) ftf T T T pTTt TO TOTTO ^ % TOTTT; TOWT 
TORT fTTl TOT fflW TOt T p TIT fTOT TPT 1 
TOt% TTT^ TTT TTOT TTT TOfTTTO ^TOTf % 

TT^f T TOT % TOOT, t TT TiT TT T3^T | fsp Th- 
tfTO TOfTT TOTT TTT^t TTOTTT TTFTTOT % TOTOT 
TO TORT fTTT TOT ^ tU TTOSTTO TOTOfT 
TFT TO TO-WtT fT'itT %-TT j I 

Jf, TOTOT (f^TOTTO) TO^TT 1955 STFT 9(l) 
(tr) % TOTOTT TOT TOfTTOTf TT TOtT TFT p, 
TOnT TOTTOT TTOT-4, mrfWT FJTT, TORT- 

600001 «Pt W^T-TT^, 1982 fifr TOftr % fp TTO 
10,000 T* ^1? TTT TO TOTTT TR% % fp TTO 
fTO TO > TOTTT TOTT Ti-TOF- 193 586 8 -TT RTF TTT- 
82-TOT*81 frotTl 19-2-82 TO TTT^TF.T \\ TLTT f, I 
[#5qr^qcR-896-p 82-TO{, 3] 

S.O. 153.—M Is. Kamlesh Traders No. 4, Tholasingam street, 
Madras-600001 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/1935868/ 
C/XX/82/MI/81 dated 19th February, 1982 for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate ceitifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a Personal 
Hearing on 23rd September, 1982. As the party did not 
turn up for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, I am 
satisfied that the above Import Licence has been obtained 
by fraudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence 
ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
canrei the Import Licence No, P/Z/1935868/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 19th February, 1982 issued to M/s, Kamlesh Traders 
No. 4. Tholasingam Street. Madras-600001 for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/896/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 

TO°TO° 1 54.- -R+sft TOttf 34/z, trt JpTOtR 
Fly, TOTR-12 TOt-FTO 1 0,000 TOP pf 'RTT TO 
TOTTT TFl % fp TOTTT TOTTT TOTT Tt-TOR- 
1935 902-R1-PPP-82-TOT-81 fTTFfi 24-2-82 Tift 

ffitarr tot to i 

TO^RT TOTTT TTTl ?TTOTTT TOFT TOTTT 

% TTF1TT TOFt TiF^ % T1TOF TF TORT fT-TT TOT 
% I TT TTTTTO % WTfFTiTTiTr % Tl^ fTTOTT 
TFT TIT TO TO f-TTOf P T, qR?f T p piT |tr p 
TTTO T-imt TtfTT TOFT ffiTT TOT TO f% 22-7-82 
TO TOiTTTT iJTOr^ TT 5TOTC TT % TOTTT T-tTO 
TOFT fTTT TTT TOTTT TOT T p apr f^rr FTT I 
TOT TTTT TO TFT TIFT 5qfTTTT p=rrl % fTT 
T ’> GFFT, t p TOT T TfTO ^ ffi TT- 

TTO TT?TT TOLf TPi TO3TOT TTHTOef xi TTfTR 
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r 995 (fir 99T | fix fj^Rr ^rr^?r ft 

affr tnf-qfFT faf9 fir f i 

t, wr4TcT (fnf^rir) 9(f5 1955 ^pV wt^ct 9 ( 1 ) 
(r) % JFcPfa JRrf wftr^rtf 99 snft 9 *fift 5", 
sw ftft Rif, 34 / 2 , ft 3 Wrtr tk, 9si9- 12 
*pt, stffHRrf 1982 ft srafy % ff5 95# 10,000 
99 qj5ff 95 <ht9T9 57 # # far* griff fo# 9 # 

HTS# .r 9«5T 91f-^JR-193 5 90 2-91-095 ITW- 82-59-81 
fffTF 24-2-82 ft 9rRTITT ^ TRlr ?, \ 

[*WT ft tT5>-9 45-T39 8 2-99 3] 

S.o. 154.— M/s. Koti Stoics, 34|2, Demellows Road, 
Madras-12 were gionted a licence No P/Z/193J902/C/XX|82| 
M'|81 dated 24th February, 1982 for import of Dry Fiuits 
for Rs. 10.000. 

» 

As theie wai a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
fi tfnee holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity' for a 
‘personal hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did not 
turn up for d personal hearing to explain his case I am 
satisfied that the above import licence has been obtained 
by fraudulent means and heieby decide to cancel the licence 
ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(t)fa) of the imports (control) order 195J, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1935902/C/XX|82|MI81 
dated 24th February, 1982 Issued to M/s. Koti Stores, 34/2, 
Do/nellows Road M'dras-12 for import of Diy Fruits for 
Rs. 10.000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/945/AM. 82/AU.II1] 

VTokUo 155,—9RR 9199, 25, #fRT Rill 
Ijsft jfR, 9fT9-7 ft 75# 10,000 JTF fJR 5>ff 
”FT WT9T9 5R# % fMl[ 9T9T9 Hl3#9 IIW 'ff-sfJR- 
193 5 88 8-9f-5995T9- 8 2-59- 8 1 ffTR 23-2-82 

arncf fw wr 9T i 

95#59 RR99 9951 ?F9T9T9 IRf 9T9T5 

f snWRT soft 9R# f kltUR 57 999 f99T 99T 
$ I 99 MMT u !Mc4 f 99r9Tffu9T % 91# # faSTO 
*ft 99 9R9 fwi# ft #, iff # 95 5 ®^ £5 
9 = 1 . 5R9 99Tfr ftfor 3f9i f59T 997 97 fo 22-7-82 

ft wrfaflw fwif 99 to ft % rtit 99 ft 

Riff fffHT 991 RftrffT RTT R rtr; ffn RT9 | Wf 
919% ft RPR 974 i-wffpT?T 949lf f f%5 5RT 9 
9T4 f 9R9, # 39 9T9 9 9gR g 99#9cT 9T3#9 
999 95#f %<3T9f9 99T959 f 9T9R 57 RPR fo9T 
59T | ft7 59^3RT 91999 ft 7^ 974 fr 59-9919 
ffffa %91 |f I 

t, 9T9T9 (f5#99) 9T#9 19 55 ft 9RT9(l) 
( 5 ) f 951#9 JFT9 9fa9Rf 99 R4t9 9Rft § 5 , 
9#ff 4T9R 91%!#, 2 5, ffl tuff R9ff 9^19, 
Firm-7 ft, «riNr-RTf 1982 ft T9f> % ff7 9T9 


10,000 pt Rff 99 srrqrfr 919 ^ f Pt" inft 
f*PR PR RrefflT 9RT 91-999-19 3488 8-fr 9^9-991 
82-^91-81 ffTtP 22-7-82 ft 9993'RT 9f 9199T P I 

[f SFT 9f 9R-922-99TT 82-0^ 3] 

S.O. 155.— M/s. Nadar Maligai, 25, Peria Thambl Mu- 
dali St., Madras-7, were granted a licence No, P/2/ 
1935888/C/XX/82/M|81 dated 23id Fcbraaiy, 1982 for 
import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which Has not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
Licence Holder to show cause why aolion should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a Personal 
Hearing on 22nd July, 1982, As the party did not turn up 
for a Peispnal Hearing to explain his case, J am sitisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fiaudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)fa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955. hereby 
cancel the Import LLence No. P/Z/1935888/C/XX|82|Mi|81 
dated 22nd July, 1982 issued to M/s. N,.dar Maligai 25, 
Peria Thambi Modal! St.. MndrPs-7 for imoort of’Diy 
Fruits for R$. 10,090 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/922/AM. 82/AU.IH] 

9ST° 5TR 15 6;—99ff JjqT fuRT 9WT 

3, cP^; 9T3 99R RSRT-600001 fi 10,000 

cFF 9RT 99 RRIR % f99 9r-ffT ''19799 
9to 9990 - 82 - 990 - 

81 r^utFf 17-2-82 RRl ffj| 9R RJ | 

'39999 9139 9 *ihft f , 3T9R ffj tj 9TdTci' 

% 999999 '3TRf RtrJr % RfSTR 97 99f ffr9r Rjp 
C I 39f 99n99R f f Rf 9 I9J9RT RRf 

99 99LR fRailf ^r, 9(ff 9 9^ ^9 tftr tr^ 

99nfr frifr 9if fu^r 99 «rr ff 2 - 1 - 9-82 fi 

*f|l9a*9n' 99 999'’' ff % 9 J 9 TR Yn'ff 9rf[ 

f9Rf Jf91 99399 fiff 9 jpr fV9f 9f9 | 9r9'9 

9f W9 9TC9 5t)'i9T99 9i9if % Pt-t q-pfT 9 9fu 
f 99, 39 995 9 9^3 ^ % ^9957 9T995 

999 9ift SpaT-lTT 991-995 f Rf'JR 97 9R( 

951 t 9(5 ^9T3RT “4139 9 f( f - 9F- r lf'f 9 

ftf 9 fn'T | I 

^f, RIRTcf ( fo'tTRR ) RTfl 195 5 s Ff')' 9RT 9 
( 1) (9) % <99999 SRcT R'ftJFP'f 59 995f TH.f jrr, 

9,91 9Rs9 fT9, 9^1-3, OT ui^TRf 9519 

600001 fi 95 9, *99, 1982 f f9<T 

955 10,0 00 59 ^9 Tiff 59 5iT9f7 5R9 If ff5 
9Rf fRT 99 rffffin 999T 9fo-W5-19 3 5 8 3 7-fro- 
599o RT90-82 tRTo-81 ffnTF 17-2-82-ff Ffi^SrJT 

9R5T f I 

[W ffo ^0-854-^0590 8 2-55 o 3 ] 
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S,0. 156,—M/s. Mut'ia General Trader?, No. 3, Thambu- 
Naicken Street, Madras-,n 001 were granted a Licence No. 
P/ZX935837/G/XX|82|M,81, .dated 17th February, 1,982 
for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

A? there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine. A show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holdci to show cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 24th September, 1982. As the purtv did 
not turn up for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am 
satisfied that the above Import Licence has been obtained by 
fraudulent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence 
ex-parte, 

I, in exercise of the powers .vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935837/C/XX|82iMi81 
dated 17th February, 1982 issued to M/s. Mutha General 
Traders No. 3, Thnmbu Naicken Street, for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April.—March, 1982 period. 

fF. No. 854/AM. 82/AU.III] 


«PT° WT<> 157.—x#xT XW 18 ^TCTX 

%£T xjfc, XXTX-600012 T> XXX 10,000 XT 

TT TTXTT TTX % P-TT XTTTcr XnrXT XSXT 
tfto-T(TX-1936 054Xfta-iJxxoX ;: TX‘>-82-XX°-81 fcXTT 
5 - 3-82 ^irfr fTxr xxt «rrr 

xirtfx xxxT ^pth axcr 
% xxt , x , tx xitT tt# % xtsitt: xt xtr Ptxt xxr &1 

tjtf XXFXXX % XXIFcrfXTcTT % XT# # fXJTTX TT# tt 
tr-t ^ ft, Tirf ft ^ trip ttcx 

jFinft xVftx xrrT Purr xxr xr Pt 20 - 9-82 t"T 

BflrpFTXX TT XTXT ftft % XXT> qr^- 

fTrr xxr tcwx xxf x t? tt frir xt^ 1 tqq% 

qt TT# ssrPfT’L-f TJoaTf % pFtr q-paff q iqyq 

% ttt 3X, ft w xrt ft gf % differ Frnraf^r 
xxrt xxxt vrernrFT xxptxx % xrsrn: tt srreer fftxr 

TXT I T^gTTT vTiTXX Tf T^ TTft tT (TT-Tifflx 
fqtjfx vP3T f I 

ft, STRLeT ( pTXXT) XTRT 195 5 TT ejtTT 9 

(i) (ii) % xxrxx tot xPttttT ttxxTt tt# $q; 
uf'-sfr Wtl^, 1 8, gsXTTX %|Y TJIZ, XSTX- 6 00012 
Tt, W^X-XT#, 1982 'FT STTfa % ft# FTT 
10,000 XT TXT TT WRitT TOT % Px<T xrrtV 
pTT XT XTftft TT5XT XTO -%$Z -193805 4-XT o-TTx o 
#TX°-82-#X°-81 fXXTT 5-3-82 T> #f^5TTT T^ 
TT3T £1 

[XWT ¥% irqjo-1176-qo #To- 82 -#*Jo 3 ] 

S.O, 157.—M/s. Amna Traders 18, Subbaraya Chetty St., 
Mndra(S-600qi2, were granted a licence No. P/7,/1936054/ 
C/XX/82/M/81 dated 5th March 1982 for import of diy 
fruits for Rs. 10.000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 


tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine. A show cause notice wag issued calling upon the 
Licence' Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 20th September, 1982. As the party did 
not turn up for a personal hearing to explain his case, I ant 
satisfied that the above Import Licence has been obtained by 
fraudulent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence 
ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the Impo ts (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936054/C/XX|82]M|81, 
Sated 5th March, 1982 issued to M/s. Aruna Traders, 18. 
Subbaraya Chetty St., Madras-600012 for import of Dry fiuitx 
for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1176/AM. 82/AU.m] 
TTTo wfo 158.—*xf«ft TXT tJFPT SFTtft. 46, 

xx 0 xxo Ttsr trttx, xstx- 13 ®rt xxx 

10,000 xn tpPf qx xttrt % Pft strim 

FTTfXX XXXT xto-fsjr?:-1936 048 ^fto-tTXftoXTOo- 
82-XXe-81 fxXf'F 5-3-82 XRt P^XT XTf XT I 

XTTRX XhXt rWTTFT ffTTT STRTX 

% srxpiTxx xrd xx?r % xrarr <rt xft fftt xxr 1 1 
t3X XXnTR ',7 "TTTvcrf^'FciT % Tit if fx?TTX *FT 
XKX fcxrf Th' X, xrrff X ^SJcT JIT rrqr TTCX 

Xcfmt xiprx srnct foxr xxr «rr Pf 22 - 7-82 tfr 

EXpFTXX XhTlf TT XXXC TT % TRTq; XTT> XTG 

Pfxt xxt xi^xx xxlr x frxr ^rrer i fttx xrt 

TT XFT TXT RpfTXcl TjXxrl % fXT qp/| X TR % 
TTTX ^ TX T1X X XgtTT Jf Pt XX'fTei XRXX xxx 
xhxr xxnxrx xft'ttx % wrxr< x? stfx fTxr xtt 

| tflT XiWX Tt TTX tT iTT-TffR 

Pt4x ?mT f 1 

t, XRiX ( Prxwx) Xf^ST 195 5 T> X[Tf 9 ( 1 ) 

T XXTXfT SRxT arfXTRf TT XX(X W>X$ ?T[, TTXW 
TXT XXXX’ ?xrx, 46, XXo XXo TTS.--X FJIX, TfXJCX, 
XkTX- 13 TT X^X-XrX, 1982 TT Wxfa T fXx XTT 
10,000 XT TXT TT XrXiX TCX T fX-T XRT 
f fTX XX XTWX TRXT Xte-?XX-1936048-xTo ^XXo 
XXXo-82-lTXo-81 fXTfT 5-3-32 FT C ffff ;r 
TTXT g I 

[xxxr xYo C(To-1183-To 32-[To 3 ] 

S.O. 158.—M/s. Jaya Mulligan Stores, 46, M.S. Koil 
St., Royapuram, Madras-13, were granted a Licence No. 
P/Z/1936048/C/XX|82|M|81, dated 5th March, 1982 for 
import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show cause notice was issued colling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did not 
turn up for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satis¬ 
fied that the above Import Licence has been obtained by 
fraduiant mean* and hereby decide to cancel the licence 
ex-parte. 
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I, in exercise of the powers vested on roe in terms of 
Clause 9( l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936048/C/XX|82|M[81 
dated 5th Mar.h, 1982 issued to M/s. Jaya Muiugnn Stores, 
46, M. S. Koil St., Royapuram, Madras-13, fo r import of 
Dry bruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1183/AM. 82/AU.III] 


<PTo WTo 159.—*fefe RR'T Rfe, 2, R 

Sffe, fefeffe, RSTO-600012 fe WT 10,000 TT 

'fife TT RrTTf tpTfr % few STRId /TlfeT *feRI 
feo-$taz>l 936072^(0-1^0 tT^o-82-^f'81 fedUF 
6-3-8 2 urrct fem «ni 


Rlfem Rlfefe Rdfe feriTR griTT *TTfe STRlcT 

% smi^m ^rrfe mfe % mure m sum fen tprr 11 
sr*im^ % % fe n femra 1 m 

’Ermr fe<?fe fe t, qrfe % m ^ ^ mmr mrfe 
feffer mfi fen tnrr «ir fe 20 - 9-82 fe Rffem 
m st«rt fe % q-r^Tcr mfe urrfe feiir mr 
Uifife wT n tfry ffer 1 sj-fer rr^t fe 
*frfe mffenvr tumrf % feq qrfe n wfe % 
*PTCor, mer ft srgsz jj fe wirtfe rtj 
mtfe feamrR RRifem % uran m srrm fear nar 
t *ffe fe'ySTU r-rrfe'H fe ^ Rfe fe ^fr-wfe 
tfefe ferr g 1 

*rrcm (fferaR) safer 19 5 s fe trnr 9 ( 1 ) 
fe) % iFfifef sfer fefenfe an srfed mfe $<t, fefe 
to srK 2 , R sfe:, tram -12 fe srife-Rfe, 1932 
art nnfn % fetr urn 10,000 g# ifer an nrrra 

Tfe % fen xife fen fe mfeR aw qYo-nfra: 

1936072-^0-^0 ^0-82-^0-81 ftnfe 6-3-82 
art nnnjnT eftr g 1 

few fe° ^9)0-1196-^0 82 -tujo 3 ] 


S.O. 159.—M/s. Thomas Stores 2, New Street, Otteri, 
Madras-600012, were granted a licence No. P/Z/1936072/ 
C/XX/82/M/81, dated cm March, 1982 for import of dry 
fruits for Rs. 10,000, 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import licence 
has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accountant Cer¬ 
tificate certyfyin" their past imports which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice -was issued calling upon the licence 
holder to show cause why action should not be taken to 
can el the licence giving an opportunity for a personal hear¬ 
ing on 20th September, 1982. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal nearing to explain his case. I am satisfied that 
the above import licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
clause 9(l)(a) of the imports (control) order. 1955 hereby 
cancel the import licence No, P/Z/1936072/C/XX|82|M|81, 
dated 6th March, 1982 issued to M/s. Thomas Store, 2, New 
Street, Madras-12, for import of dry fruits for Rs, 10,000 
for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1196/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


*T0 JTTo 160.—fefe fefe fefe RW-11, 

'Fife %jV fefe 031*1,-600001 fe fe? 10,000 
cR Twff RT ORR 'fife % feT UHTJ 

?l^rr 'iro-^¥Z-l936070-ff)'o-rr!p T o rr^o-82 l[Ro-81 

fefe 6-3-82 fe^rr TTr m i 

SpjmvT 3TTT 'iJTj;T 'Tflfri 
% jRrcrTT srrfr Rfe % ^rar^ tt sttr fen o-ti k i 
% ■trTr?Tfemr % nt t ! Ffe 

w *fTRT fegrl ^r, Traf *r rr^ ^ri 

nmrr ®rfer ^rrfr feurr on n fe 20-9-82 tt 
Rfemr goRTf r a% % iwt tttt nrrV 
fen jrt nirnr wf n mx fen tr i nrd rrt 
TT R-T fife RfeRT fenq-ff % feT q-fef 'T RT % 
rrt, % ttt nnyT g fe Rjf/ff mer 

Rfer fes-mn snrmer % wtstr tt tot fem »m 
t nfe iTa^sm irrsfef ^ Tf dfe tfe q^-qairfe 
feRfn vm gi 

t, mum (fetjan) mfe 1955 fe mzr 9 ( 1 ) 
(t) % meftfe mrn ifend nfer g>T, 
nfe nun- 11 , mrfer %jr nsm- 

600001 fe R4 10,000 cm mfvT-RTfe 1982 fe 

% ffeT ^ fer w mum mn % fen mfe 
fen nn tiwr fe 0 u -1 o 3 6 0 7 o-nt o -rr^pr o 

tinho-8 2-^Ro-81 few 6-3-8 2 fe TcUaTTT 

MdT g I 

[<T«m feo Ifeo- 1191 -ITO tTRo 82 -qfJ° 3 ] 

S.O, 160.—M/s. Modi Traders No. 11, Kasi Chctty Street, 
Madras-600001 were granted a licence No. p/Z/1936070/ 
C/XX/82|M|81 dated 6-3-82 for import of dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,0005. 

As there wa s a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving on opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 20-9-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain bis case I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested On me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936070/C/XX/ 
82IM|81 dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s. Modi Traders No. 11, 
Kasi Chetty Street Madras-600001 for import of dry fruits 
for Rs. 10,000/- for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No, DF/1191/AM ’82/AU. IIIJ 
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ttmrH--ffT3(u)] nmr Ft ynrRnFm) 1 , ibm'Hv 11,1904 

fio %xx° i6i.—iNS'srt itft wet f Fm thrift rffT vPfttrt srt sthttct 


FFmT, 39 / 1 , ^fhq’^T^T fW, JnrFT -6001 12 Ff CTF 
10,000 ff ffi ft rtfif ft/T% faq pthttct fritt 
*imr 'fro-^iz -193612 i-^-T’OT^pt-s 2 -^ 0-81 feFiF 
6 - 3-82 frT fFFi 8iqT «rr 1 

trmfH urn vnapTpr stct wrrx % 
smrP’-Tfr frt F 77 r % rtsr m rff fFFT wr 1 1 fr 
sniFr-Tpr % FFicrfFFFT % Frt it fame qqq ft frf 
ferrf ^rtr, qr;ff % Ff'jsfa fq ff FirnFFrar rVRttt 
fttT Ifft *ptt *tt fF 23-9-1982 ft ^r^id ^fftI 
ft mm : f T? 7 r?r otfT FR?r fam fft frh?t 

Wf R X^X FT faqT FTfi[ 1 m~<x ttht^t ft cm ftf 

sq1%crTd $RFri( % farq; erff f ?rfa % Fmr, Jf ^tftf 

TRfaRl i fa FFTO ’RTWRF^R RFFT F^RfR 5TRTF- 

Tof trraR it xm faFr mx | tfk cft srt wr^air 
ft TfF ftR fT of qsffa fxm F<tt ^ 1 

if, PTHTHT (faFfRT) m^T 1955 FT RRT 9(l) 
(tr) % smie jrtt trfaFrfr ft sfafa ftf fir, 
R%fr Trsrr Trifam ^rtf rfrr;, 39 / 1 , yTRRfTR 
fry, *ramgr- 60 oii 2 ft, *rfcr-RRf 1982 # wrfsr % 
fan; ftr io.ooo ff gnt frT ft rfur frt % 
fair srrft fFR RR RlRRR ROTT Rf-^IR-1936121-#- 
rtFR-RW- 8 2-9; <F- 81 ftRlF 6-3-82 FT tfa^RT X% 

frit % i 

[wrr ytoq^o-l24HT 0 inTo 82 -ITo^o 3 ] 


S.O. 161.-—M|s. Raja Rajcswdti General Merchant, 3911 
Demellows Road, Madras-600112 were granted a Licence 
No. P/Z/l 936121 |C|XXI82,M/81 dated 6-3-82 for import 
of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
genuine, a show cause notice wa s issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 23-9-82. As the Party did not turn 
up for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by frau¬ 
dulent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence 
cx-parte. 

I, in exercise of the power* vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import licence No. P/Z/1936121/C/ 
XX/82|M|81 dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s. Raja Rajeswari 
General Merchants 39/1 Demellows Road, Madras-600112 
for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 
1982 period. 

(No. DF/1241/AM. 82/AU. IIIJ 


wto wio 162.—ifa# ritr ir? 74( 

TPTFrRft R3TF-600012 Tt 59^ 10,000 fW 

wf 'Ft urcTtr F 7 /f % fvpr wrqTfi prrffofmfwr 

1936111 -rfr-tTqif tr TO- 8 2-trR- 8 1 fwp 6 - 3-82 

: 3rrff wr «n i 


% srRT'tFra- srrd spT^r % ^rnip: R rfft fwr f-^it 1 1 

mx % mimfmxx % ?rt r FTyq q r 

ffoii R, Tiff § q? |tt it^ ^rFoi 

'fifer ^nfr fFor mrr «it 22 - 7-82 ^t3#fcr- 
mm. mx % trtT fmn rprr 

vfr^R qff mx fen ttitt i wxX 

PtV. % f^TTt 9lttf «T 5(T^f % 

FroT, # ^T?T ^ ^ fF ^Ttff-T fivrar 

^r^TTm JnrTwr % ^rrsrR tc ttt i: t fF'n' out | 
sftr tr'cl^KT Rl^T tpt iprq fr rrp-qftfrq 
^TdT f I 

t, ?rmfr (ffi'traT’T) ht^ht 1955 «pt am 9( 1 ) (q) 

% sRimr mxx »7ftrriff ft rrft ftf grr, F^fr 
'TmF ^ F^q-fr, 74 , rrq^rifr rrsni- 6 0 0 012 

Ft SffvT-RTf, 1982 Ft aiFf^r F f^TO FW 10,000 
dF R - # FFft FT WFIF F7F % ftpr mO' fFF FF 

CN. * 

FT^WF qMTSF-1936 1 1 1-lfr-PFq trqq-82-PR-81 
f?FTF 6-3-82 Ft FFI3K1 Tg FTdT g I 

[aWI : t\‘o ipFo-1249-q:o xrqo-82fa° F 3] 

S.O. 162.—M/s, Nadar & Co., 74, Ramaswamy Street, 
Madras 600012 were gianted a licencse No. P/Z/1936111/ 
C/XX/82|Mi81, dated 6-3-1982 for irnpori cf Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing n chartered account¬ 
ant ccrificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by frnudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, here¬ 
by cancel the Import licence No. P/Z/1936111/C/XX|82| 
M/81, dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s, Nadar & Co., 74. Rama- 
swamy St., Madras-6C0012 for import of Dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,006 for April-—March, 1982 period. 

(No. DF/1249/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 

FTo WT° 10 3.— ^TOTR >ThmmFJW, 11, 

fWFFSTFTRt qfFdTFTq, F3W-60001 2 FT fiFq 

10,000 FF *3FT F?ff Ff FIFTF FRT % fFTT WFTF 

vrmfa fw f r-iFF- 1 9 3 6 1 o s-fT-fw off- 8 2 -mx- s 1 
feFTF 6-3-82 FRt fFFT FIT FT I 

■-jTZjF ff FITOF TRFt nFSTORT 3RT FTFIF 

% FF^T % FT8TR «R W fFTT tRrr| I 

mx F RR IF tf % FFRcriFFaT % FT^ F fFWTF FT^ FT 
FRF fFFTf ^T F, FRf It Ff pq; 

Fcmfr Fifer <fft fft Fr <f 23 - 9-82 fT 
sirtFTnnrfFFT^ ft ftr f qrFrF^FFT Tfiit 

FFT vTr#F Fff F Tf FF ftFI FTtr | %rft FTF^T Ft ^ 
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vot fOTrf vfTq qr^f v ?rr% % vm 

irw g ffqqr f fa 

5prpn-q?r vwsp. riot fw tut | sfix 
ara qifafa tt otv vot vt p/v-wta facfa Mit g i 


if, htto (fawr) srfair 1955 vlr srm 9(1) 

(t[) V SRPfcT 5Rff Tfuvra vr srafavTT k 

KOT2K P/JOTT^OT!, 1 1, flTC3k3FTPfr #FrfaH 
TranW'600 012vt, srshr —rot 1932 ‘vr wvfa * fan* 
wr 10,000 tv vri vr sttvot viT rttE 
fav rfa ti s/fa n*w Movvr-19 3 6 10 8 t rfr ° -rot -rot- 
82RR-81 fcTfa 6-3-1982 vi t^aiTr viat 

S 1 

[ffSVr Sto tjr^o-1252-WT82-Ti3] 


S.O. 163.—M/s. Moonstar Enterpiiscs, 11 Thiruvengada- 
s wamy Street Pulianthope, Madras-600012 were granted a 
licence No, P/Z/1936108/C/XX/82|M|81 dated 6-3-82 for 
import of dry Iruits lor Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartcied account- 
and certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show came notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 23-9-’82. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained by fruudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel tfie licence ex-parte. 


I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order 1955 
hereby cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936108/C/XXI 
82|M(81 dated 6-3-'82 issued to M/s. Moonstar Enterprises! 
11, Thiruvengadaswamy Street Pulianthope Madras-600012 
for import of dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 
1982 period. 

[No. DF|1252|AM. 82|AU. Ill] 


^To WTO 164:—SPteft MTTr ITSm-26, 

TnrFI -600 0 l 2 VtWT 10,000 WV^t VvftVT 

wmiT vtT ^ fvitr grrtmr nirtn wr <rfa-ST?- 
1936-07 3 -(fl-Ud+ro.’Fr -8 2 -TK =*-81 fOTTV 6 - 3-82 

favr ott «rr 1 

RIOTR ROTt WOT SKI «[fT^ STOTOT^ 
jfrrpE'-l?! TOTt OTfa V WET IT RIOT faRT OTT ^ I 
OTT SPUR Off % WTFffavWT % vfa fVOTTR VT^f VI 
virvfwrt^r ^ Ritf Jr’if VTOTMrrrot 

vftfHRi OTT^t favr m\ «rr fa 20-9-82 vts^rw g/r- 

vr^vr iOTgr % M'Vrtdd ottvi RnFt favr ottt gr^ifcr 

vfi *r vt ftvr 1 srfa 91 lA vt otot 

strfwOTf gvirt % fat? v wfa % vtt% ^ w 

q-j-rf rp ip^ci g fa TT'TVI VTff OTT^T VOTlMOT 

Tp-crpjr-q^ WRIT RT SHOT f^IT Od^RI 

trr--Tirfi 7 T Ml eldT j I 

t, Rnmr (f’Fr^i) 1955 vtuRt 9(1) l 1 !) 

^ HTfT UfaTRt VT TV?*! $OTtr 


OTTV, ¥TOTT 26, OTTOT-600 012 Vt ?rfvT- 

vrt, 1982 vrwftr I M w 10,000 Tv 

Wi VT TTTTT VOT VfTtr f^tT tfif tTRTijqfo 
^5R-193 607 3-*fr-0,WTOT-82-T<T-81 ftdtV 6-3-82 
VT rrdTSRT OTT V\flT g I 

[-T5TT : «TdV-11 8 o-OTrt 8 2-^3] 

S.O. 164—M/s. Sri Typpa Stoics, No. 26, New Street, 
Madras-600012 were gianted a licence No. P/Z/1936073/ 
C/XX/82/j\i, 81 dated 6-3-82 for import of dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying theh past imports which has not 
genuine a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 20-9-82. /\s the party did not turn up for a 

personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above import licence has been obtained Vy fradulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-pajte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on nte in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the Import^ (Control) Order, 1955. 
hereby cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936073 /Cf 
XX/82/M/81 dated 6-3-82 issued to M/s. lyappa Stores, 
26 New Street, Madras-600012 for import of dry fruits for 
Rs 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1186/AM '82/AU. HE 

un. an. 165 OTfaft fvftv fi-iOTC, twt- 9 , 
apr Mr sj'te, R^msr-oooooi jf/r wf 10,000 tv ^ 
v?rt tt arrro spot tspT anuw jotTit toi 

1935841-itfr-TWniW-82-TR--81 17-2-82 3TT$ fVm 

OTTT VI I 

vrM gRVt arc vnivsf- afrnra ^ 

wtotot tjn -§ Trtf anvnx rx rott fwr wf t ot 
STPTOTTX ^ 3OTPRftarVTT ^ TlJ: fWTRT VT VHOT 

t, t OTE ST ^TOTT araiaft Rtfw 
arr^ fTnn otit «rr fv 24-9-1982 zFt agfwrr 
writ vt 3fOTrr ^ 'ROTw WfT arrtV fwr ottt 
vvt v 9 ^ vr fw artr 1 ^ vt 

^rfVOTRT writ ^ fsTT trY T anT V VTOTT, 

%% SRT ^ p/eftd f fv ^OTr'vtT rtl^+1'91 T OTcT MSHTOT 
5ROT-W ^ 3TOTR OT RTRl fTiTT W ^ ^ ipTOXT 

tf, anmn (fnm) an^r 1955 ^ rto 9 ( 1 ) (t) $ 
BOTnffr 5r?n srfv^nt vr otMt vot 1 5T, 

wi-fl, MR RTRT-eooooi 
1982 vt araf«r ^ fnrr vwf 10,000 ^ 

vnt vr TmRr ^ frr vrd fvr 1 ot? mrtxr wrr 

ifr-^-1036841-9fr-TOTW'S2-'OT-81 17-2-82 

vt I'flRffTO OT? VOTT g" I 

[fMn ltTV-836-T TH 82-^ 33 

S.O, 165.—M/s. Vlnod Sales Centre, No 9, Krishna Iyer 
Street Madras-600001 were granted a licence No. 1 |Z| 
1935841/C/XX/82/M/81 dated 17-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruit3 foj Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to belive that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun- 
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tant Certificate certifying their past imrorta which was not 

f ermine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
.icence holder to Show Cause why action should not he taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 24-9-82. As the party dia not turn up for a per¬ 
sonal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the 
above Import Licence has been obtained hy fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the l*enec cx-parte, 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of Clause 
9 (1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955 herebv 
Cancel the Import licence No. P/Z/1935841 |C|XX|82|M/81 
dated 17-2-82 issued to M/s. Vinpd Sales Centre, No. 9 
Krishna Iyer Street, Madras-600001 for impoit cf Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/856/AM. 82/AU. TIi] 


tun. 8TT. 163 RtelT-4, tHR 

rthrh RRtH -600001 rA iRtf 10,000 ?pr 

«fwff *61 BrmiT R? feTTJ 3fTW WWH TFeRT >ft-^5[R- 
1935342-7ff-mfr,tT5Rr-82-tnFf-81 fv^W, 17-2-82 "lift fRHT 

rrt *rr i 

- p r £m s-mATi rtcA arm Rwra 1 snHRr ^ 

wm urrft ^ artsrrc tt rirt fmx hri $ i rr 
RFIRW arriFTfawr ^ RT?! if PvTaTR RtA Rf «RlT tr T 
f^rrt AA A, MTrf A ^xr ^ ritr wrA AttAR 

urA fRRr rat err fsp 24 - 0-1982 At 
ARrrf Air rarf AA $ twrt ^^rrfr faRT rat 

RRf P 7R7 <Vn RUT I RiA KIRA aA 7RST 

atfA °7it5ci“rRr imif ^ fnrr qrc'f a arrA ^ rfcr, if 
vr rw A Arsi it fR HAifAR RteArr tew rnrat 
JTFTTCf-TST A? RTHTT Rt 5TPR fRAT RTf t ar\T t[T?STTT 

RnsAAr *A tf? rfA aA tir-tsAr fhAAr rtri £ 1 

if, BtTtiTT (frARR) aTHtR 1955 Rt HTCI 9(l)fc) ^ 
3^r<f<r frr stfnshicl - rt trIr RRf fit, RA«ft 
AIrt ^teA, Awr-4, ^ rrrw hrir-6ooooi 
t*A , 1982 At aptftr r fterr nrtf 10,000 rr 

Rnff jht RiRTH RcA A fAnj Rift fRA r iA WWH RSRT *ft- 
*^Z-1935842-^f-t^i 1 TrC^‘-82-T3TT-81 fAuTR 17-2-82 Rt 
tTORJITT C-IT RTRT £ I 

[tfWT 3fl7rtB-857-trtJTf 82-tiTT 33 


S.o 166.—M/s Venus Traders, No, 4, Thambu Naicken 
Street, Madras-600001, wete giatHcJ a Licence No P|Z|19J- 
5S42|C|XX|82|M|81, dated 17-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000. 

As thcro was a reason to helive that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuiiv’, To Show Cause Notice was Issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show Cattle why action should net 
bo taken to cancel the licence giving, an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 24-9-82. As the party did not turn up 
for n personal hearing to explain his cat»e, I arn satisfied 
that the above Import I icencc has been obtained by fraudulent 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-parte. 


I, exercise of the nowers vested on me in terms of Clause 
9 (1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Older. 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No P|7| 1935842/C/XN/82 /M/81 
dated 17-2-82' issued to M N. Venus Traders, 4, Thambu 
Naicken street, Madrtu-fiOOflill for imnort of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10 000 tor April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/857/AM R2'AtJ. Til] 


JtH. sn. 167 'ircfsft TIRT fFRT-7, ^RfT 

R^-800001 Wlf 10,000 m 'fivff 


*f7T anuRr ^ fTriT arptnsr Trr^ir <fr-^j;ir- 
1935860-7ft-13?RrtTR?r-82-^f-&l ftRRi 19-2-82 srtft f^fUTT 
RTT ^TT I 

^HTRcf RT^Fhfr TFTLl tew STTT 3nT|1tr 

rriwr- ^nfr ^ mw w rirt ftetn w % i ot 
5TFWPR- 1=6 SRlwfswriT 3lt if fww JUT fRTRT 
%, VitT' # fir irr cfnruj- Rtf5 f f 

ftprr irt *rr Ite 24-9-1082 rt Exf^fFiT 

RTTlf 315,717: ^ m Wf 

pti^rt <r ^ «6T fterr 'rmr 1 spy# rrnrte W fir: 
^-fteerw- fiw^ ^ tm; trT ?r ant ^ awer, if 
rtR ^ jrtr: f wwrr wrt ihrj ^rnwr 

’Hn’rr-'W ^ 3.TVTT W RTR ffATT WIT | UrffJKr 
Wt RI VXR ^ tT=f7-T^T- fwfa £ I. 

if-, a'.xtrpf (fwfw) 3ri4H 1955 wer o (1 ) (f) $ 
Rwriffr srfwcf iri wflo wef yr, 

mRT RwrT-7, tedte: rot-oooooi 

Rifte-inte, 1932 rfr a^fte ^ fRR wf 10,000 wb 
T jte qwff 3"i7rRr $ f^nr tsrrfr wf RiVti 

<fr-^5rH'-1936860-Rl-l^ra'-82-t^ir-81 fWTRi 19-2-32 obf 
tRT4il<l TWT 4i<0l jf I 

[RW7T TSiRB-837-irter 82-WT 33 


S.O. 167.—Mis. Popular Traders, No. 7, Kasi Chctty Lane, 
Madias-fiOOOOl, were gianted a Licence No. P|Z| 19358S0|C| 
XX|82|M|81, dated 19-2-82 for import 0 f D 17 fruits for 
Rs.' 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence baa been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Certificate Certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon the 
licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to camel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal Hearing on 2l-9-f’2. As the path did not turn up 
for a personal Hearing 10 explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the I’ccrce ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the power* vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9 fl) (a) of ’he Imports (Contro 1 ) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No, P|Z|1935860lC|X\lK2| 
M/81 dated 19-2-82 issued to M / s. Popular Tiadcrs, No, 7, 
Kasi Chrtty I. nc Madars-600001 for import of r by Runs 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF|R87' \M.82/ \I ’.Tfll 

®5I. sn. 168 RtenftR, 27, RTTHW 

IRTRT-60U001 Wtf 10,000 WB IRff 
«BT RRTRT ^ fteR TiW 's-!lE,*i ’8 IRTT 'ft 

1935951 -iA-RWrFRrt-R 2 -Rir-Cl fwtiB 13 - 2-82 Rite fSfRT 
ROT W I 


RwfiRr mrAw rwA awr rtr 1 awiRr "f 

stwir wte rtA sb urn w: swr ttew rut t i "3R 

rpP(tTT|^- gprp^t-fotsftriT R if f^WTR RtA RT RlWf 
fWtlf ff R, RTf R R? TRte ^ WO ^TWI RdT'tfl ftfT.R 
Wte fWiT R7T HI fRi 23-9-1982 Rt sirfRTRT 
RRTjff W 3RRTC VRxRT WRt frtitil RDT 

RoA R R5T RT ffRI RTR I 3 TtA RrR Rt FR- 
‘-RptRART RRHT^ ^ flTV ( neT R TTA R RKR, : ‘f 
5TRI t TRiW £ flB HRR'tfR vTTTt'R RHR RwA wmRT 
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sraror-R^r to? towr tot tow fron xlr 

to^iw wrt ttoto tow Mw tIwt f i 

jf, to-toto ((Vjth«i) arrcftr 1956 ti wttt s(i)(^) to? 
3Rpf?r srrow wNtocL tow swtw totto 1 gro Trfsft 
w^ror thuWNt , 27, totthiw wroft wtow-booooi 

TOrt TOfw-wraf 1982 ^ 3 pfw to? FTOr w$ 10,000 to; ^ 

Ovl") TOW STiTORT TOrt-J TO? [W 0 TO'Cl fTOf <m <H 1 t) TP?TOT ’ft - 

?^re: - i 03585 i-Rl-^F«q^- 82 -Ttr - 8 i fro fa; 18-2-82 tott 
^ffi<r ttoto mm gt 1 

[TPWT 3^-807-1^ 82-tTT 3] 


S.O. 168.—M|s. Mahcndra Agencies, 27-Naiayana Mudali 
street, Madras-600001, were granted a licence No. P/Z/ 
193585/C/XX/82]M]81 dated 18-2-82 lor import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence hag been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine. A Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
tire Licence Holder to Show Cause why action should not to 
taken to cianeel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 23-9-82. As the party did not turn up for 
a personal hearing to explain hi s case, I am satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
heicby cancel the Import Licence No P/Z/1935851/C|XX| 
82/M/81 dt. 18-2-82 issued to M/s. Mahendra Agencies, 
27-Narnynn Mudali street, Madras-1 for import of Dry Fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April-March 1982 period. 

[F. No, DF/867/AM. 82/AU. Ill,] 

TO. m. 169 spfsft IT- TO?. T(W, jftftRSff, TfTOTOT 

1 , wttfsnrr W 51 W -12 tot! wqw“ 10,000 to ^ 

TOW 3TPTPT TOR* TO? fpr 3TTOKT 3TS*WT TfaTT 
1936010-7ft-tT3TOT^Jf-82-TR-81 f^TO 3-3-82 ^TTtt fTOTTOT 
TOT TOT 1 

ikto/tow Twwt zpt v.tpt* anrnw ^ 

vh i w q^i rsrnfV tor* ^ tottoit tot stw Ptort wtot f 1 bit 

SRPTW ^ skTOTWlPTOTOWI ^ TOT* TO 1, TOR* TOW TOWTW 

fWlt ** t, TOpT * WIT gij TO TOTTO TOWT3* *lfdW 

srrft Ptortt tot tot 30 - 7-1082 to* pfrowww 

*RTT,f TOW TOWTK ** ^ TOTOTOTTO 3WTO* Riff fTOETT TOT 

rRWW wwf TO tww TO fwwr 1 ww* wtw* to* stop 

TOR* pfWri'rRT O0»,lC ^ fePI TOP** TO WT* $ TOWTW, tf 
TO «TTO * TO/P jf fsp RWWfTOW vlrt.tl W TOW TOTOW* *WWTW 
TOTW-TO ** 3TTTOTT TO TOW fTOrWT TOT $ W*T odea III 

tuTO 'w to* tot tor* to* TO-TOftw fTOfw *wt g" i 

if, 3 rnnw (froror) an^r 1955 ^ tott 9(1)(tt) ^ 
3 f?TOw TOTT aifTOPCf ^ TOtW TOrf |T. 

IT, TO- ifrfTOPW, TOTO-1, TOTfTOTTrratW, TOiTT- 
12 ^ 3nfW-TO^ 1982 Wt 3(^fW Wi fPT * U .*T 10,0 00 TOi 
TO? TOrt 3 TTW 1 W pTO' ^ fro vTI^t rw TO* v ns/i -h 

TOfT rft-TO3-193G010-TO-TrTOTOTT-82-llW-81 fTOTO 

3-3-82 ^ rtTO^lTT 5TOT f I 

[TOUT 3 J: fTO-115-TO , r 82 "^ 

. TO ■ tototot , WrT-WW fTOTOfi, 
arpnw tot froftr 


SO 169.—M ( s. a K S Provisions, No. 1, lam aha 
rrnund. Madras 12 were granted a Licence No. V/Zf 
.936010 |C|XX182|M|81, dt 3-3-82 for impoit of Dry F uns 
'or Rs- 10,000. 


As there was a reason to .believe that the above Import 
Licence has been obtained by Producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying there past imports which was 
not genuine, A Show Cause Nqtke was issued calling upon 
the licence holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an apportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 30-7-82. As the party did not tym up for 
a personal hearing to expfBin his case, T am satisfied that the 
above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. B/Z_/T936010/C|XX| 
82]M181, dt. 3-3-82 issued to M/s. A. K. S. Provisions, No. 1 
Jamalia ground, Madras 12 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

(F. No. DF| 115|AM. 82|AU. HE 
C. G. FfiRNANDEZ, Dy. Chief Controller, 
Imports and Exports 

OT° 170-—TOT WTOW TO-TO, 3 2/2, 
€to % 0 wwjft wrm-600007 tt eto 10,000 

TO g/t TOff TT STIWIW TO?r % fTO 5TOTW WT^^TT 
TOTF tfii-^T-19 3 609 2-Tff-TOTOTO - - 8 2-TO" 8 1 fTOfa 
6-3-82 Wlft fW TOT TO I 

TOtfvfi WT5TTW WTOt TO5WTW ffTTT % 

TOTTOT? WTft TOxT % TOTOT TO TOTO fTOT TOT £ I 
TO TOTETTW % TOTITOfTOTT % WlT R fTOTOW WTO TO 
TTO’T frtgrt TO W, TT^f ?T If? /JEW |TT uj. TOTO 

TOosft TOfew fron tot wr 20 - 8-82 Vr 
toPtow ff-rrot to tow ^ totoki; toto wtfr 

fTOT TOT TiTOH/r TOf n Tf TOv fTOT TOTtr | TpTO TOFTO 
TO TOP WTxT TOfWTOT TOTTtf % fTOT TOl€T ^ TOTO ^ 
TOTT, ^ WTO TOT TO TO^P f TOTOtfxfi TO WTO TOTOTO 
TOTOTOt %|TIT WTO % TOTTOTT TOT TOP fTOTT TOT ^ 

Wt ittopt tott wiW'to to tow W tttotoWto fTOror 

%wr i 1 

Jf, 5fEHW (fTOWw) TOTOW 1955 ^ TORT 9(l) 
(TO) % TO TOT TO TOTOrT WTOTOTt TO TOW>r TOW grt, WTO 
tot WTOW Wror, 32 2, Tic, %o RTOTOV Pi'T, TOTTW- 
600007 TO, TOTW-TOW 1982 TO WTOfTO % TOW 

10,000 ww vjw TOff to TOwrro totto % fpR wrfi 

fW WTO WITOIW WaT TOi-^W3-l 9360 92-Wr-TOTOWW- 
82-ITW-81 fwrorw 6-3-82 TO TOTOTO v r v'^ TOTOTT 

t ' 

[WTOT : TOTOfi- 1 2 4 4-nWW 8 2-TTO 3J 

S.O. 170.—Mis. Prabhu General Meichants 32|2, T.K, 
Mudaii Street Madras-600007 were granted a licence No. 
P/Z/1936092/C/XX/82|M]8l dated 6-3-1982 for import of 
dry fiuits for Rs. 10,000. 

A,s there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate ce tifving their past imports which was not 
genuine a show rause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the lR'ice giving an opportunitv for a personal 
hearing on 20-8-1W82. As the partv did not turn np for a 
personal hearing to explain his case I am sa'isfied that the 
above import Heme has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decid- to cancel the licence ex-partc. 
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[FT JI— 3 (il)] 


I in exercise of the powers vested on me in terras of 
'Clfu'jse 9fl)(al of the import (control) order, 1955 hereby 
cauorj the import licence No P/Z/193G092/C/XX/82|M|81 
dated 6-3-1982 rowd to M/s Prabhn General Merchants. 
32/2 T, K. Mndali Street. Madres-600007 for import of 
dry fra'ts for Rs. 10,000 for April-—Match, 1982 pei : od, 

[No. DF|1244 | AM|82 | AU. Ill) 


FT° WTo 172.—F^tTl Wi TTeTT FTTqftFF, Wl-7, 
F*F, ntfFFF *T3TO-1 Tfi? 10,000 FF %’S 
fitT ft stfitf ft^ % f^ro sttftf FFfifiT fott 
— l93 5893-tft-t?4*r?T*r-8a rrtf-81 ftFfF 
232-83 srrd fFFT FFT *TT I 


FT° STfo 171 :—TT-tfsff Tfo niTo 2 7, 

’RrapWJT TW, ^PTJTJT, F?T7T-13 *jr>WT^ 10,000 

ff ^ fff ft srmTT ft£ % stpttf ftt^ f 

F®FT <flr-S^Z-1936101-^-nATTrnpT- $ 2- rr F- g j 

6-3-82 FTTf felT TOT «TT I 

^Hft ;5 tr$f tofT %1'Tptpt ftt Tjrr^af strif 
% ittotto ^nrr ft£ %■ ft ftt Pm tot £ i 
^ inimr % sTFrerfaFcrr $ ft£ ff far^ra' ft£ 
w fttut f?srrf[ f £ £, tifT it fit 'jsfr ^tt ^tf 
^rnrt fTFto srnrt fFsrr fft «tt Pf 20 - 8-82 ft 
HfffcPTT JT^ff pFT VTO't: ££ % <ttotc( -TFT -snrt 
fq/tfr 3 r ? rr fteff Fff n ^ fror srrrr | 

JTiprt Ft iw ft£ sqfpj-ir^ g ,-trrf % fatr 7r ^f 
1 % fttf, £ ^ ff ^ ^ 

^ WW7 % *tmv 7 r yp; 

w £ %frr ■ rr^rrr «r^ Ft t* ft£ ft n^. 
TOR fi'trfq FIT £ 1 

^’iTT (fn'FFF) STf^F 193 5 Ft STITT 9 f 1) 
(P) % TORT SPicT STfaFTTf FT jpfftr fT £ ^,r ( 
’T#’?r Ffo [T^-o TfftC, 2 7, T K-Z FTHTTOR ^t/, yjij. 
Spw, *TsTTT-13 qrr, ’Tqq-.-r.T^ 198(2 q-‘ r %qfij 
Fqtf 10,000 cfn g.j 173T FT STTFR TH.% % fT it 
5fTf pfitf FT rTrf'TT T'lTi qr- FmT- 1 93 S 1 0 1-Ti- 
'TTF'dFF-82TF-81 fT-iTF 6-3-1982 TT t/TT5T'/r 

FT7RT f c I 

[’foIT ; fnrqr / 1264/mTJT 82^-3] 


S.O. 171.—M|s. V. M, Store, 27, West Kalmandapam 
Road, Royapuraiu, Madras-13 were granted a licence No. 
P/Z/1936101/C/XX|82|M|81 dated 6th March. 1982 for im¬ 
port of Diy fruits for Rs. 10,000. 


As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by ptoducing a chartered account- 
ant certificate certif>ing their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show' cause notice w.r issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 20th August, 1982. As the paity did not turn up 
tor a personal heaung to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that, the above import licence has been obtained by fi audit- 
but means and hereby decide to can.cl the licence evparie 


f, Jn exrdsc of the powers vested on me in lerms o 
Clause 9<l)(j) of the Impoits (Control) Older, 1955 heiebi 
C .' U . 1C< ; i i? i r PP°; t No. P/Z/1936!01/C/XX|82|M|8i 

dated _6th March, 1982 issued to M/s. V. M. Store, 27 
West Kalmandapam Road. Roynpuram, Madias-13 for impor 
ot Drv flints fo R>. 10 000 for April—Mar.h. 1982 period 


[No, DF/1264/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


ttttt Tr^TTT ^sriw arrr t/tt-t fttitt 

% 'FTfr tT£ % WraTT FT STOTT fFTT FTT 

£ I ^=r % ^rrORfF^fTT % ®T f^RTTT 

qr?^r qr thtf f^yrf ££, ft? % ts 
trip fttw T^rsft Ftferr t^rfr ffTt ftt ft fqr 30 - 7-82 
FT crfjfTFT TmTr^ FT FWT ££ % F7TTT TmFt 
irirr f^rr ftt ftT h ft. f^Tr i 

ITT TTTTf% Ft FTF sTjfFPn FOTrf % fTF 

TTff F WTF % FTTF, R ^TT TFT *T FFtT ^ fF TT- 
tfqdf TTlfFTT FTi CnTt FTTRTT FTPhTT F Ff , JT r FT 
!TFr IVmT TTT £ tTp^TTr FitFF FI Tf, FTT 
FT FF TOR fFcrF TTTT ^1 

£, FRTC (fnhFF) FTTF 1955 FT FTTT 9(l) 
(p) % 5FFFF FFTT STFcTFRIT FT FFTF FTfT %%, 
7T4«Tr THTF TlvsT FTTFP'FT, FFTT 7,FT FrfdFF 
Vi^Z, TT5IF-1 FT, FJf F-FTF 1982 Ft FFR % \< T , 
TTT 10,000 FF FRTt FT STiFTF F T F F t'FF 
FTT fFF FT FTfFF FFaT F*T- 1935893- 

Frr— FFF‘TW 82-FF- 81 fFFTF 23-2-82 FT FF^- 
ffKT FT FT ^ I 

[FWf fRTF-925 -FCrtf - 8 2-FF-3] 


S.O. 172,— M|s. Amar Sales Corporation, No 7, Thambu 
Naichcn Street, Madras-1 were granted a licence No. P/Z/ 
1935893/C/XX/82/M|81, dated 23rd February. 1982 for 
import of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by pioducing a chute red accoun¬ 
tant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 30th July, 1982. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case. I am satisfied that 
the above import licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. ■ 

1, in exeici.se of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel rhe import licence No. P/Z/1935893/C/XXF^lMlSl 
dated 23-2-1982, issued to M/s. Amar Sales Cotoora- 
tmn No, 7, Thambu Naiikcn Street, Madras-1 for import 
of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 for Apiil—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/925/AM. 82/AU.HF 

FTo STT°t73 :-FFF: Fief FT FTTFr^TO, 8 2, 

FTFPF Tf^Tf EC, TfSTF-6 0 00 01 FT WT 10,0 00 
FF ^ T FFT FT FfTfiTF F T ^ F TW TfrFTF FT'FF 

FFTT Fi-TRT-19358 58-Fr-rtFF rnpq-s2-rr rf-8 1 fFFTF 
F9-2-82 FTT fF-fT FFT FT I 


1085 Gl/82—19, 
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WfFF FTTFF FFFT'itoTTnTSRl WTFTF T 

ffpftf frT frF $ wtetr -<r ■ ter fw fft 11 
to ffrtw %wFRFfFTFi %f.* Jr ftmrF frF ff 
fftw fegrf ff O',: ^rerf 0 ff grr * mp tpRnr 
fftwT TlftFr frt fann w ft far 23 - 9-82 ftt 

SFfa-fFF gFFTt FT W^TCR <0 % TRFT^ FFFT TfRV 

f^rr fft FirfF fft f fr rtf i wfF 
FiF^r ft tff wttftff gwf % rtf f 
ftF 4? ptc°t, 0 EF ftf 0 ftr? $ fp ttfff frff 
fff ffft spsrrqTP ffpfff % wrtr ft 5tt c t fppr 

FFT | sflR FFF a TIFT FT^TT P> Tir FRFfT FF- 

fstTf fF«rF rft ^ i 

t, rtfri (fOwr) fRut 1955 ft etrt 9 ( 1 ) 
(F) % iFpifp ir?p prfarpRf pt spqftF ffF pn, 
F*WT pV-TPT rrjrcsrr^Fr, 82, FRERT FFFTTfR, 

f?rt~60oooi p’r, Far fret 1982 ft fftf % 

fFF ppf 10,000 FF FFT FTFraTfr FTFF fprr 

pitt fpp 4 4 ftwf ff^rr ( rT-?P5r-i9358 58pfr-!TpiT 
FW-82-FF-81 fppfp 19-2-82 Pt tTp^ Jin' X^ 
prat g 1 

[FSTT: FTFF-892-FFF 82-IT^ 3j 


S.O. 173.—M/s. Solanki Enterprises, 82, Narayana Mu- 
dali St., Madras-600001 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1935858/C/XX/82/M/81 dated 19-2-82 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the 1 icence Holder to Show Cause why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 23-9-82. As the Party did not turn 
up for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, I am satisfi¬ 
ed that the above Impoit Licence has been obtained by 
frandulant means and hereby decided to cancel the licence 
ex-paxte. , 

I, in exercise of the rowers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order. 1955, here¬ 
by cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935858/C/XX/ 
82|Ml81 dated 19-2-82 Issued to M/s, Solanki Enterprises. 
82, Narayana Mudali St., Madras-600001 for import of 
Dry Fruits lor Rs. 10,000/- for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/892/AM. 82/AU, Jill 
JTTo WTo 174-—FRT!TRRF, 29, 

freW ^;r, Fm-oooooi f‘t wf 10,000 

FF FvTT FT WETPT FTF % fRrt EETTF FiFFF 

M cf)--^3R:-193 586 5-Tft-T £ TR'T^T-82-FK-81 feFTF-. 

19-2-82 RRV fFFT FFT FT I 

ipTF/TF FTETF FFFt FETFTF TRT FTFTF 

% ffrtff rrt ffF % wtur ix sttet fwr fft % 1 
xx ttfretf % wFEFfFFFT % fr % fFFTRT ftf 
ft oti Iwf & sral % f? ^ xx, trf 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)-j 
fft wt Fifei rift fwr fft ft Ft 23-9-82 ft sfFft* 

Fri TT TOT T qFFTF TdFT rfRf l%Fr 

FFT FTS^TT FFf F ^ X^X fFFT FTT I WTX FDT T 
Tt F? (ThFlf % fTF XT^f X FTF 

% TTCF, TFT ^ Ft FTTffTT 

FFcT fTdTt FpJTTFT FFTOTF % fTFTT T FT XV-X FTTf 
| WlT rrg^ 5TTT FTC TFT T> T? TTF Tl’ V%- 
wTf Ftff %FT f I 

FTFTF (FFFFTO') Wr^JT 1955 Tt FTTf 9(l) 
(rr) % W^TFF FFTT Wf^TTTRT TT FFFT TRF F'T. FT FT 
FfUFtF nr^ IR T CF Ti, 29, FiHFF FFTT Fj'lT, F?TF- 
600001 FTL WfoT-FTT 1982 # WTFf % fTT RR 
10,000 Fdt 'EFT FiT WfFFT 'FTF % FTC FTCt 
Fw FT FTCFF FCTr FT-CFH:- 193586 5-FT-FTF<7W- 
82-^F-81 FTpTF 19-2-82 Tf( P/T^rTTT Ff TRTT 

t 1 

[F^FT: FOTTi- 8 9 3-FFF 8 2-FF 3j 


S.O. 174.—M| s. Rishabdev Enterpnscs, 29, Narayana 
Mudali St., Madras-600001 \yere granted a Licence No. P|Z| 
1935865 |g[xX/ 82/M/81 dated 19th February, 1982 for im¬ 
port of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000. 


As thcie was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Accoun¬ 
tant Ccttificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show' Cause Notice was issued calling upon me 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 23-9-1982. As the party did not turn up for a 
personal hearing to explain his case, 1 am satisfied that the 
above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby degide to cancel the licence cx-partc. 


1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1 Xa) of the Imports (Control) order, 1955. hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935865/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 19th February, 1982 issued to M|s. Rishabdev Enter¬ 
prises 29-Narayana Mudnli St. Madras-600001 for import of 
Dry Fruits for Rs, 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/893/A.M. 82/AU. 110 


FFo WTo 175.— XX r 4\ FTTFt 'RRFITF’T, FWT 

32, fFtmT FFHT Ojtlrt-600001 TT 

tNF 10,000 FF ’pt Fwff TT WfTTF FRF % Fhf 
W rFTF Ff^FF FFFf Ft-sFT’I-1 9 3 5 861 8 2 

FF-81 fFFtT 19-2-82 TFT fefT FFT FT I 

tt^f; fit?f ffft tijiftt sft ^ft^ wtftf % 

FFFTFF TTFt FRF Ft WrFTT FT FFF FTFT FFT ?. I 
XX FFTTTF % WFTFFfFFFT % FIT F FfTFTF FRF FT 
FRF fFFfl^ FF F, FTFf F FF FT 7 F'RF 

FFFTT FtfFF FR^ fTFT FFT FT fT 24-9-82 F?T 
oFftfiFF f;FFT| FT WFFT FF % FTF1F FFF>T FlTd 
fW FFT FTFFF TFT F Tf fw FTF I WFF FTFF 
jp'T pqxT FT<F oF’fxfiFF riFFlf FT fFF FT#f F 5(1% % 
FTRF, ^ FF FTF F FF^ p FTfFi FT?^'F FFF 
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[im 2-tm 3(11)) 4ret 4r Tnmisrakt 

'T-Tfr ^rrTR 441444 % frrar/ *r utr fanrr w t 
*rk cr=r??r r r 4f?kT 4-rr '*\ 477:4 4?r TT^-^frr f^q- 
%4r f> 1 

#, ^ri'zrrcr (f^or) srrkr 1955 k urn 9(1) 

(tr) % WR44 jrtt srcr-Firf tf rrr ^ fq, 

4k-T( 4<Tfi4 "-^TCTRIR', 4W-32, ^iJ?T 4fq4r 

pjti, 45T4-(;ooooi 44 wkr-RTTf 1 o s 2 44 

57474 % fart 544 10,0 00 447 ^ ifiFff 
4744 % faiT ^PT faq- tfa 4Rfaf 454f 'ff-^T^ 
193586 l-7ff-rttf4 I>;44-82-rt4-81 fauFF 19-2-32 47 
q;^ 3TTr -r\ ^T.arr f, i 

[ttoT : fr<7U-886-tnnT-82-T£!J 3] 

S.O. 175.—M|s, Ganapati Enterprises, No 32, Stiotten 
Muthia Muduli St., Madras-600 001 were granted a licence 
No, P|Z|1935861[C|XX|82,M,81, dated 19-2-82 fo r import 
ol Dry Emits for Rs. 10,000/-. 

As there wag a reason, to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was isued calling upon 
the licence holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 24-9-1982. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, l am satisfied that 
the above lmpoit licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-partc. 

I, in exercise of tire powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1)(a) of Lite Imports (Control), Order, 195J, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|1935S61|C| 
XX/82IMI81 dated 19-2-82 issued to M/s. Ganapati Enter¬ 
prises, No. 32, Strotten Muthia Muduli Sheet, Madras-600001 
for import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000/ for April—March 
1982 period, 

[No. DF/886/AM. 82/AU. HI} 

*r. m. 176 wrfcnfr ^Tfar, 92, set 

75k, R5FT-12 k 544* 10,000 447 Tlfa Irk 54 STHTltT 

4ffa ^ fan* 3mrra- Timt k-^sR-i936io9-7ft- 

44^-^44-82-1^4-81 ffaffa 6-3-83 4Rf f475T 44 t 4T I 

4MV<t<3 riM 4 44k 4+LIM ffRI WtPfa 34414 57 

atrrwT 4kr 47 siwr 57 ; tw f^nn w | 1 44 
541444 4; 3r4T75f4575r 4; 4k k tew 477% 44 57R4 
fknf kr 4, qkf 4 43; TOtf git ^ i^nsfr fafkr 

4 lfa ffaET 441 4 T P 57 20 - 8-1982 34 ^ 4 p 4 Fd 6 ri 

Tonk 3fr 4444 kf 47 45415 5557! 4rk farm 431 
Enkfar 3tff 4 7^5 577 Ptpn 374 i arfa 5T*fa k *44 
4rfa sTfPwtnr wnt k fairr 4kf 4 4k k 4iR4 , k 

^4 3 T 5 4 44*4 f fa) dMdfad 4 T ^4 454 54 irt kRET 

3474-44 47 arrvK 44 trt fa74r w | Hd^Ki 
^ 3iT4 # tEF-'rerffq- pvnipqr ^rr f 1 

tf-, 3TTm (f^WiT) 3fKqr 1955 €\ 3TO 0(l) (t^) 31 
ST^tT 3tPwcP 3^ Snfptf 317?i grr, 
drEfldlO Trqj^fpr, 82, TPT 4?^, RTT7f-12 tft, 3&X- 
RTsf 1082 # srsrptf ^ wf 10,000 337 W 3rTt 33 
arRET 3iT^ .3; P^t Tjrrft P^pf emt xfr-^sr- 

1930109-^f| , - l- l .3^' 1 ^-if -B2-tTTr-81 P^it37 6-3-82 37f 
<44 4)7x11 jT I 

LOT : S I h”T)-1247-t7tttr 82-fTfr 3] 


1, 19827W 11, 1904 


S O. 176.—Mjs. Kurimuri Agencies, 92, Jolu Street, 
Madras 12, were granted a Licence No. P/Z/1936109/CI 
X,\/82/M l /81 dt. 6-3-82 fo r import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe th it the above import 
1 icence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine. A Show Cause Nonce was issued calling upon 
the licence holder to Show Cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 20-8-82. As the paity did not turn up for 
a personal hearing to explain his case. 1 am satisfied thut the 
above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the licence" ex-parie. 

1, in exercise of ihe powers jested on me in items of 
Clause 911)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel tbc Import Licence No, P|Z|1936109|C|XX| 
X2/M/8] dt. 6-3-82 issued to M/s, Kasiniari Agencies 92, 
Polu street, Madras 12 for impoit of Dry 'Fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April—March 1982 period. 

fF No. DF11247|AM 82|AU. Ill ] 

33- an. 177 .—srfW ififsRTr renc,i6,Tr*'- 

7i34>.'f 775171-13 37l OT5“ 10,000 333 THp Wf 337 

srnntr m<4 Peht amnci vmrantr liw <fl-^i5:-i9360&9- 
7ff-t)^nTg7i-- 8 2-mi--81 PqTfRI 6-3-82 3nft pafTTil tHIT »IT i 

“i^RT 14^5^ TTflfiFI 3TO LdSTfUET 5? 

fRiwi^ ^nrPr 5,75 ^ 3nvnr xr m^r Pqiin wr | t 
W7R5T ^ 3iAT«rP*(4)ci , l ^ Tp P dWHl 374% 57T OTf 

P5^Tf 4T, 5TS-7 # 5^ <TE5cP §1T rt^; ^rtt ^pafr ^POT 
^ift p577iT THrr m pap 24-9-1982 5ft ^nf^rPTfr 
OTTflf 57T aRTR 33P $ 1T3EI ^fapp Tsnrd" p47tn TT5T 
57ff JT T?5 33T P55T UTITT | api^ UTR# 53p FTW 
47T5 '-^fTFRRr 1R3TT 5? Pfnh 413.7 4 an% 4) *PR«r, 7p 
ipr w # tPtc g- f53 ■dqtrw -diFt'-fl 44m srnrt 

^ 37TNR tR IW P474T 44T | 3PIT T^IRI 

EfRER ^ 5p7l TFT IRP-'nfpir P4R4 %f f” I 

fp, ammi (P-RRmr) 3^ 1955 # stri 9(1) (^) ^ 

aimTpr 45xf 3lf»74)Rr 47T IRlTr 47Ftf gfT, 

erfffa- mp44R' 74k, 15, .41441^4471 T^k, 4514-13 47t 

1982 qk sRkr 47 psrir 10,000 441 7[k 
97-erf 47f 5fnm 477 ^ ^ Pert ojkt fkrk etP sii^ii n trat 
^-^R- 1936099-7ft-q:47nTif7I-82-7(iT-Gl Pkk: 6i-3- : 82 57t 
7ER5RI 445 47441 g" I 

[Tfwr : 4k[47-1261-l^TTr 82-f><r 3] 

S.O. 177.—Sakthi Provision Slore, 15, Ramanaicken St., 
Madras-13 were granted a licence No, P/Z/1936099/C|XX| 
82/M/81 dt. 6-3-82 for import of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As thcic wa s a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained b. producing a chartered accountant 
certificate certifying thcii pa-t impoits which was not genuine, 
a show cause notjee was Issued calling upon the licence 
holder to show cause why action should not be taken to 
cancel the licence giving-an opportunity for a personal hear¬ 
ing on 20-8-82. As the patty did not turn up for a per¬ 
sonal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied that the above 
import licence has been obtained by fraudulant mean* and 
hereby decide to cancel the licence ex parte 

1 in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(al of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936099/C|XX| 
82/M/81 dt 6,3.82 issued to M/s, Sakthi Provision Store, 
15, Ramanaicken St, Madras-13 for import of Dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1261/VM 87/AU. Ill J 
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9CT. 3TT. ns faNfafTOT fsSTRT tn^r faW 

, 79, fatfafR 4IW-00Q021 fa 444 

10,000 447 qfa 44 amrra - 4fa fa fart 34414 vnfa~4 
faTT r ft-^ff-1035977-^-ITHriTT7r-82- , Fr-31 ffalTcf; 
1-3-82 ffan ^-qr sit i 

44faaRr ^Tfa4 4fafa ^TNH- IRT VT4T4 3TT4T4 47 
44P414 Tilt 47fa fa 3R4R tR 444 ffa4T 44T | I 44 
S4T44Y fa 44rfaV44i fa 4fa fa Pstcirt 444 41 jert 
ffajrfa fa 4, 4lfa r ' 4 4?l 9W gtr TT^ ^RU]- jjgifa faffar 
4 t‘ ffan w rt fa; 3o-7-iee2 fa °4faaMT 

rtti^ i;r 4444 fa fa •wtj 44fa 'srfa fa^n 447 

v;rsfa4 fat z tit rr fan my i arfa w fa 

4rfa fafar-RT 444lf fa far tlfaf 4 3>fa fa 47R34, fa- 
54 4T4 4 TffCc jf fa 44fa44 RTWH 'R4 44fa fai l ' i l A 

srarwr-q^r fa Wrarrc >rc rw fan mr $ fax it^rt 
TI plT fa T4I 4lfa 44 tr^TSfa ffafa fail jf I 

if, IT ITT (fafauf) fafa, 1955 fa VTTT 9(l) (it) fa 

A?far nw fatrdfaf brt faro- nfa fir, ^psfaft 

fafKi4r faTRr tr 44X4 79, fasffar ?fai, 

4574-21 fa, faeT-BW 1982 apt Jirafa fa fall WT 

io, ooo ns irfa nfat 44 aoTTRr sfa fa ffa mxt far m; 
STrfaxr 4X41 4t-TF.^'1935977-Tft-ttWtarTi--82-lTir-81 

ffarfa 1-3-82 fa uTramcr xr? xrit jr i 

C4X4T : far*-1071-1^4 82-1*4 33 

i,.0. 178.— M|s. Srinivasa Kirana & Gencial Merchants 
79. Soliappqm Street, Madias-600021 were granted Licence 
No. P/Z/1935977/C|XX|82|M|81 da'ed 1-3-82 for import 
of Dry fnwts for Rs. 10,000. * 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports wliich was 
not genuine, a. show cause Notice was issued culling upon the 
Licence Holder to Show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the hccucc giving an opportunity for a 
personal Hearing on 30-7-82. As the party did not turn 
up for a personal Hearing to explain his case. I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant 
means arid hereby decide to cancel the licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9fl)(n) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935977/C|XX| 
82/M/81 dated 1-3-82 issued to M/s. Srinivasa Kirana & 
General Merchants, 79, Salaipp.un Street, Madras-21 for im¬ 
port of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 
period, 

[No. DF/1071/AM R2/AU. III1 
«4t- Sfi. 179 .—■4Xfa XT4 iftfalH fafa, 4X41-15, 

'fart: ifai, 4374-3 fa" 444 “ 10,000 fra Tfa RTf 

aw sntrnr far snw it-vzz- 

1935997-’ft-1^4Wfa^-82-^T-81 faffa 2-3-82 Rffr faRT 

WT VT t 

RTtrfar wnwv ffirr w/ifa srrTrzr T 

ziTFitn - ; srrfl' ^ a^niR <r wz fw w | i w 
IRTR'TTI ^ ^WfaafRT ^ ^R tf fa^TTir 47T 
fafTt fa ^t Z7. TW 5^ ^FTt 3 ^ 

Rrfr fan tnrr «n fa 20 - 8-1982 fa °diVnn 
trmf 3fm fa tf >OTid ^ifa ffarr rtt 

Rrfair far ? vzn mu fair srnr 1 srfa RFfa fa 

vrfa ^tfa^niTr Tr^nf fa Tfa 1 % afa fa , fa 
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1RT rfR fa fa?r»R g- fa 73Wfar RTfaTT Tffat fasrmw 
fa 3 TD(R <r faqy TO f fa 
miiTvt fa viz affar m r^-Tsrffa fafa %r ^ 1 

fa. 3rpm (faifaRr) snfa 1965 fa mrr 9(i)(tt) fa 
sRfar a^tf fatTOicr faro gr, 

‘4T^ sfafl^R' Tfafa, fatiur-15, iffaroi-faRfa TfaE!, TT5Tir-3 
fa, srfar-tfrfa 1982 fa 3ifafa fa ffaTT ^fa 10,000 H3f) 

TOft 47T STHTTiT 477fa fa ffatr ffapif rptf g'^qfT 

fa-^-1935997-far-TT^fTTt!R,--82-^r-81 falfa 2-3-82 

faTdKI VZI ZiTZI ^ I 

CTfalT : farnh-1028-lTfpl 82-lfcf 3] 

S.O. 179.—M/s. Babu Provision Stores, No, 15, Ponnap- 
pachetty Street, M.uli os-3 wt;re granted a Licence No. p/Z/ 
1935997/C/XX/82 M|t[l dated 2-3-82 foi import of Dry 
Friiits for Rs. 10,000. 

As theic wa;, a leason to’believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, A Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to Show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancell the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 307-82, As the party did not turn up 
for a Personal Hearing to expluin his case, l am satisfied 
that the above Import licence has been obtained by frau¬ 
dulant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx- 
partc. 

I, in exeicise of the powers verted on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the hnports (Control) Order, 1955, 
hereby cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935997/CI 
XX182 /M/81 dated 2-3-82 issued to M/s. Babu Provision 
Stores, No. 15, Ponnappachetiy Street, Madras-3 for import 
of dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1082/AM. 82/AU. IIII 

*To*no 180.—fafaft fair TfaR, 5b/l, TTPTOT 
faTfaTTfa Rm-600007 fa TW 10,000 fa-b 

f(TJ 'fat fid TTPTTfT faf % ffa TfaTTfa fall 

tff-TTR-1935 91 d-fff-TWTTO- 8 2TOTO 8 1 fafa 2 5-2- 

82 -far ffRT ttt «rr i 

rfapd frrfa'T irfat fa'STTrr irrr ^frj# mqTd fa 
WTTO far T'fa fa r?rcTR IT TTTO PhTf ^Tr f I 

dfa- RRI'TTO fa 5T4Rfr^fbdT fa fa fa fwrfa 'fifa "f>T 

a'lTO fad it, faf T;®?r g'q y* Tini'Ji 

447 fa fafef far ffa tfTT TT far 22-7-82 fat 

afaTOra •TFrrf rtoto tfa fa rndr-r Tfar Trrfr 

ftRr 447 4T?farr far 4 X? TO ffalT 410 I toht 
rtlfar fa ETO4 7fa sfaiFTcr fa ffa faf 4 

4T4 fa q;r/4, fan 4T4 fa mjv: % ft. 47^44 4r?fa4 
444 444T 44(414 44T444 fa 4T4R 47 4|TO ffidT 
747 | fa 444 T"Tl T r 4TTH4 fa 4^ 444 7[4- 

fa,4 ffad far f I 

4, T14T4 (ffafar) 4T44 195 5 fa 4TG D( 11 
(p ) fa 4ffa4 4441 #TTfa TT44T4 444 V\, 4441 
444 fatfa, 5 3/l, 44T 7 4 4TfaT J 4 4514, RIFT-600007 
fa 5fa4-4fa 1982 fa R4f«J fa ffa'44fa 10,000 



fatq 11—-WTSS - 3(ij)] xmb TT : «PW^ 1 

qx ^ xm xt mom xxq % km irrfr frk q# 

qWT qt-^rc-l 93591 1-^flT'TrTO^TO-824^-81 
fcqfo 25-2-82 XT THRIFT q77rr f | 

[q©TI : XfoX/ 9 5 2/kk 8 2- ^ 3] 

S.O, 180.— -MJs. Thangam Stores, 53|1-Snhanna Naicken 
St., Madras—600007 were granted a Licence No. P|Z| 
1935914|C[XX|82|M|81 dated 25-2-82 fo- import of Dry 
Fruits lor Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a- reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Liecncc Holder to shpw cusc why action should not 
be taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 22-7-82, As the patty did not turn up 
for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
th.it the above Import Licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the Licence ex- 
pa rte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)(a) of the Imports tContrcl) Older, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. F|Z11935914jC|XX|B2lM!#l 
dated 25-2-82 issued to Mis. Thangam Stores, 53|1-Sathanna 
Nnii. ken St., Mudtas-600 007 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs, 10,000 fot April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF|952|AM. 82|AU. III.] 

XT°WT° 181. — arm 3TTOT TXttf, 64, 

tfqimqq qfiX, qjfTq-600012 XT fiXT 10,000 
qx qtf 'rim xr mm xxq % forr w xr#q 
q%W-1925984-?ft-^67T3m-82-^-81 fcqfo- 

2-3-82 mfr fxfiT *FTT *TT I 

xxjqq m?qq qqrr vrarrr^ sm ijrrnf wm 
% sprrmm mxV xqq x qrErrx qx qr*q foxr nr-ir | i 
qq mnmm x srxixqfqxqr % xr? q fatrxrq xcq xr 
xtxx foar$ qq q, tixT q qg <£5ir §Trqx- xnx 
mrppfr qrfeq mfr foxr qqr «rr fo 30 - 7-82 xr 
sqfwqq gmni xt srxqx xt x xmrq rnfot xrxr 
fom wt m^qq xff q x? xxforr mq 1 w 
xt mm xxq «xforqq rrqxrf x fox qm7 q qfo x 
xm, qqm f, fo qxpq qr?qq xxq 

qqqr mcnix mrmq x ^qrx qx; mm fxxi qxr 
| rtfK rr^j.TT mx/m xt xxq xr ox-wfo 
fqxq mrr f 1 

t, qrqrq (fxxxx) xfox 1955 xr mxr 9(1) 

. (q) % qrqpfq jrtt qfaxrxf qq mftq xxq |ff,qqm 
cm qqqq xmrf, 6 4, qqrrnqq xtxt qsm 
eooii2 x>, qqq-qrq 1982 qft qqfa % fqq xxx 
10,000 qx ^ qmi 'fir qrxrq xxq x fa|r mft 
fox qq m^fq iw qx-xxx-193598 4 -qt/qqqqqq- 
8 2 -qq 81 fXXfo 2 - 3-82 m qq^ ^qrTT 3 ^ LLdT f I 

[qsqr; sf^q/10 7 7/mrq/ 8 3] 
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S.O. 181.—M|s. Dass General Stores, 64, Angalamma 
koli Street, Madras, 600 012 were granted a Licence No. 
P/2/1435984|C]XX|82[ M|8] dt, 2-3*82 for import of Dry 
Ft nits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the abovt import 
licence has been obtained by production a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, I show cause notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence holder to show cause why action should not 
he taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
personal hearing on 30-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal heating to explain his case. I am satisfied 
that the above Jmpoit l.ieence hhs been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-parte. 

f, >n exercise of Ihc powers vested on me in teims of 
Clause 9 0) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import licence No. P|Z| 1935984|C|5(fX|82,M,81, 
dt. 2-3-82 issued lo Mis. Doss General Store, 64, Angalamman 
Loll Street, Madras-600112 fo r import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

[F. No. DF|1077|AM. 82|AU. III.] 


qqoWTo 182 .— q^-fr qqm, qsqr 5 , 

fqq^r $q%q qrqq, mrtq -75 m qq^ 10,000 
qq qqfi qr qrqn qqq % fqq irmpq mqqq 
qqqr q'r-^qrq -19 3 5 9 5 6- m- qqqtrqq s 2 - qq- 8 1 
fqqfq 1 - 3-82 qnr fqqr qq qi 

qq 4 qq m?qq qqfr msrmq jkt qrqm 
% qqpm mxr qrqq % qimx qx snqr fim wr 1 1 
qq qqimrq % qi mt q fqfmq ^ qq 

qrr?q femt q qrtff ?r m trsp 

qqmt qrfeq m<t ftqr qm m fq. 22-7-82 m 
sqfqqqq gqqrt mr mm. qq t qnm^ qqqrt mfr 
ffm w qr?qq wi q, q? m, km mx 1 ?rqq 
qrqq qr qqs sqfqqqq ^qqrt % fqo qkf q 
qm % ^ixq, ^ w mq q qigm ^ fo XT^qq qqq 
qqqt HHrrrq qqrqqq q mmx qx qqq foq. qqr 
| qfx nq^aiXT mwi qrf x^ mA xr ox qaftq 
fq^k iqqr f 1 

t, qrxiq (fqqmq) qfoq 1955 xr mxr 9(1) 
(tt) X qqqfq mm qrftforx'f xr qqk xXvT 
qq^r qqpr, qwr- 5 , f.-rngx xqxq *?iz, 

mqq, qqm -7 5 x 4 , q^q-qrq 1982 xr mfa %fmt 
■xtx 10,000 qx xm xr qrTrq xxq % fqo 
qrxr foq qq xrxqq q©rr 'fmrnz -193595 e-qV. 
qqqqqq- 8 2-00- 8 1 foqfo 1-3-82 xt qq^srxi 
x^ xxqi f 1 

[*iw from/ 101 5-nqq s 2 / 0 ^ 3 ] 


S.O.182.—M|s. Abdul Sal am No. 5, Tirupur Kumaran 
St Pamtrml, Madras, 75 were granted a Licence No. P[ 
Z/1935956/C/XX|82|M|81 dated 1-3-82 tor import of Dry 
F'tuits for Rs. 43,000. 

As the c was a reason to believe that the above import 
1 cence has been obtained by producing a Chattered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past impoits which was 
nut genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 
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the Licence holder to show cnuse why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 22-7-82. As the paiiy did not turn up 
for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, T nnv satisfied that 
the above Import Licence has been obtained by fiaudulant 
means and hereby decide to cancel the licence cx-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in teims of 
Clause 9(l)(n) of the Impoits (Control) Order, 1955, herebv 
cancel the Import Licence No. P|Z|193595«|C|XX|82|M|81 
dated 1-3-82 issued to M|s. Abdul Salnm No. 5 Tlrupur 
Kumaran Street, Panimat Madras-75 for import of Dry 
Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF| 1015|AM, 82|AU III] 

HTTeWTo 183.—T’f’Tf TfT r T^TT, 75/2-^f-T 

JJTvir TUTT- 600007 T9T 10,000 TT 

tfistt TT MTNTcr TTl T fm TTTTT TUTT TTT7 Tf- 

193 5901-€r-t[TOW- 8 2 - tttT- 81 fcrtT 

24-2-82 TUf fSpZTT TTT mi 

TTW TTTTT TTsff TTT (TFT 3RT TT^ TTTTT 
% smw^f mfr t t t % srrsrrT tt mm fTrr mu 11 
tp mrpim % mmrfTTTT % tit if furm ttt tt 
tut faurif It t, m£f T t? fr t/T tut 
sttint Tifer Tift frm mrr tt fa 22 - 7-82 tt 
8tItttt gmf tt hw It t 'tcttt tttt tut 

fsptTT TOT TrUiTT Tiff T 7% TT flrT TftT I 55PFT 
TTT% Tf TFT TT| ®TflTTT ?fTTTf % fat/ TT^f T 
m~T % TUT, T* W TTT T TTjm ff fa TT^RT 

Tii^r mrer mrlr ffrrmT arum % mrsu tt 
mm fW ttt | sfhc t^ur T -% ^ tt 

<JT-T«iftT fanfa ttt f 1 

f, otttt (farmr) rt%hi 1955 Tf sift 9 ( 1 ) 
(rr) % tRftfp pTT STflTTUT TT TTtT T3 cT ft/, 
(ENT TTTT TT^T, 75/ 2—Tf—Fjfe, T5FT- 
600007 Tt, RjfvT-TUf 1982 Tt mitET % P=PT FIT 
10,000 TT Tuft TT STTTTT PUP % fTT/ TUT 

frit mf Trurp tttt ^-^- 1935901 -#-^- 

<^-82-1^-81 flTTT 2 4-2-82 TT TTT3UJ 7? 

tttt i I 

[TSTT TiTTtF-/940/QTm 8 2/^ 3] 


S.O. 183_M/s. Maya Merchants, 75/2, T.K. Mudali Street, 

Madras-600007 were granted a Licence No. P[Z|I935901|CI 
XX|82|M|H1 dated 26-2-82 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 103)00. 

As tiicrec was a reason to believe that the above impoil 
licence has been obtained by producing Chartered Accountant 
Certificate certifying their past imports which was not genuine, 
a show cause notice was issued calling upon the Licence Hol¬ 
der to show cause why action should not be taken to cancel 
the licence giving an opportunity for a Personal Hearing 
on 22-7-82. As the party did not turn up for a Personal 
Hearing to explain his case, I um satisfied that the above 
Import Licence has been obtained by fraudulant means 
and hereby decide to cancel the Licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause: 9(l)(a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 


cancel the Import licence No, P|Z]1935901|C[XX[82|M|81 
dated 24-2-S2 issued to M|s. Maya Merchants, 75|2-T. K. 
Mudali St., Madras-600007 for import of Dry Fruits for 
Rs. 1U,000 for April—March 1982 period. 

[No. DF19401AM. 82|AU. Ill] 

wrro i84.—Lrmtft 3 t I’/uifirw, 38, 

TTfJTT, TTTT-3 TT FIT 10,0 00 TT 
Tcff TT ?1TTTT TUT % fvfo T7TTT T®TT 

q[-vtU-193611 4—m-OWOW- 82-r/R—8 1 fTTTT 

6 - 3-82 Trff frm tut «tt 1 

FTTTT T1TH1T TTST WlH 3UT STFIFT 

% rrt'T’M mrfi % mTu Ti Tim frm mn & 1 
T8 MHi'tmd % mmmfaTfrr % if fT5r4rT tut tt 
TTTT frtJl^ It T, m#f if TT glT rr^ Fj-rnr 
TTT!ft TffeT TTTf fTTT TTT T[ fT 20-8-8 2 Tt 
mflffTT TT TTTT Hi % T?T[T TTTT Trf[ 

fTTT TTT TTTT T TTT T T\? TT fTTT TT 1 / I TTT 
TTmf Tf fft BtifTTTT TjTTrff T frq mzf T 
?TTT % TTTT, Jf CT TTT T f, fT Tmf^T TTT 

TTTf T'TITrT TTHTIT % ^rtTTT TT TFT fTTT TTT | 
5TtT iTTTSRT TTTTT TT T^ TTT TT T.T-TefLr fTTT 
vTTT g I 

t, m-TtT (frTmr) ttIt 1955 Tt ^rrr 9 ( 1 ) 

(lT)% ?TTFfr JKtT TfTTTTt TT TTfT TTfT |Cr,TT«ff 
#T TTUTT^TT, 3 8, O+TmlW^T TTTTTT, T3FT-3 
TI, !T5'T-TTT 1982 Tf WTfT % fvH/ TTT 10,000 
TT grf Tvfi TT TTTTd TTT T fTT TTTf PhT TT 
TT^T T®1 T f[- T 5TT-193 61 14-TT-TTTTTT- 8 2- 
t/T—81 flrtr 6-3-82 TT OTTSUT T^ TTTT g I 

[T’Wr : fr :/T/ 12 5 4-TT.T/ 8 2-t/ 7 f3] 


S.O. 184.—M|s. Jain Enterprises, 18, Ekambareswarar 
Agraharam, Madras-3, were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1936114/C/XX/82/M|81 dated 6th March, 1982 for import 
of Dry fruits for Rs, 10,000, 


As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause - Notice was issued colling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Heading on 20th August, 1982. As the party did 
not turn up for a Personal Heai ing to explain his case, 
I am satisfied that the above Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by fraudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence ex-parte, 


I in ♦exercise of the pow'ers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(l)tj) of the Imports (Control) Order 1955 hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936114|C|XX(82|M!81 
dated 6th March, 1982 issued to M/s, Jain Enterprises, 
38, Ekambareswarar Agraharam Street, Madras-3 for import 
of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DE/1254/AM. 82/A1). HI] 
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rwT-ITw 3 (ii)] 

<tTToWTo 185 :—nftftr raFJtfrH fTOl, ftMT 

6, ramft TTsTm - — 1 rar m 10,000 nra 

rarar rar ramm raift ft? far? mm ranrftn ftsm 
ftr-mra -193604 7 -nr- «rtm- 8 2 -mr- s 1 ftmfra 
4-3-82 ramf fram ran ran 

Hmfm tTTTHH HT3T ftmTH £RJ nTHR 

ft? mrmn rarff ra% ramie ne ramr fftwr ran 1 1 
R?r srtto % ranrmfratmr ft? raft if tart ra^ft rar 
raim fraaif ftft ft, draff ft grsft ft* ^ trot 
rarrraft rarfor rarfr fora w «n ft 30-7-82 raft 
mfftmm JPRT'f F[ ’THHH ftft ft? HHTJ HTHf 

fftmr W HlRtH TO 1 T5 ^ fftHT rapr | splft 
nr raft raft fir: ranft mfmrar H;raui % fftra raff n 
nTft % raRW, ft *fOT if i fo mpfraT ram 

rairaftft ram nraff ftvjFnn mnmm % rarrrre nenim 
fram TOt# mftft rar ra? ram qft rar 

rasffra Pm ftor g- 1 

Jr, mm (framra) «r 1955 rar rarer 9 ( 1 ) 
(rr) % smnfn ram rafararfr rar mfm raeft g«r, 
n&sift rasjmra rr ramftft, #®rr-6, ernr mfr rftm, 
tram-i rat, wta-nrra 1982 rar rarafu % Pm rarft 
10,000 rar; g/f rant raT mi raeft % Pro rarer 

fraft raft nr’sftn ^sgrorr ftf-Rm- 1936047-ftft-qrar 
mm-82-trtr- 81 Pot'fT 4 3-82 eft Orl^RT T? 
ramr ^ i 

fftwr ftrnra/ u 7 2/rnr'T 8 2 ~rar 3] 

S.O. 185.—M|s. Bahulal & Co., No. 6, Kasi Chclty Street 
Madras-1, were granted a licence No. P/Z/1936047/C/XXI 
82|M|81 dated 4th March, 1982 for import of Dry ftuits for 
Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason (o believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal Hearing on 30th July, 1982. As the party did 
not turn lip for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, 
J am satisfied that the above Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by traudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence ex-partc. 

L in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9( 1Xa) of the Imports (Conlroll Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936047/C/XXi82|M|81 
dated 4th March. 1982 issued to M/s. Btibulal & Co.‘, No. 6, 
Kasi Chetty St., Madias-1 for import of Dry fruits for 
Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 pciiod. 

[No. DF/1172/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 

**T°wf° i se:— raftraft ramm rarfraraT Rtft, 
48, inpoifto rafter rf!z, inrm-12 raft ram 10,000 
rara Wi rar mm ra<ft ra Pm nmm rar^ftn 
HWr 'ff-RSJ- 193600 5- Hf-P/R-P/m- 8 2 -mr- 8 1 
fftrara 3-3-82 fftmi rtt <tt i 


wf*m ftrPh mifr raiTm sm mnm% 
SWS ^TRf sRft % mm Tf. 5 TR 7 T PfRT HqT | I 
JRT’mm % W'TiFfrPRm % htf P 
Pmnf tftr fr, qT^f % ^ ^rmr 

srrrsfr mfei Pmr mrr «rr Pf: 22-7-82 »fif 
mPmrff 3^11$ q;r mra iwt 

rtt vTrifPr raff h ^ tx p-or m 1 w'Pr 
mftr rat fto % Pn» rarif h 

rain % hrh, Jf rt rain ^ ramR f. Ira m/tpra rap- 
m ram Hrar Hramrar rarrram % mnra ra< mm 
fram ran | m rm? 5 T'j rarmm rat m hth P 
ora-wm fram rarr i 1 

Jf, mmd (framra) «rr^r 1955 raf Emcr 9 (i) 
(tr) % mrafT ram iqferram srm rarft- 
Hraif raPirafir raim, 48 , nq-oofo rafrar 

rarm-12 rat, 1982 raf mfu % Pp 

10,000 ?rra Hp? raraf mrrfr ft: Pr^ 

mfr im mrar Phot ftr-injm 1 93600 5 -?ff- 

t[Lmrm~ra2-rm-8i frartra 3-3-82 raft qd^pj 

diFfTT g I 

[fpm ftmra/i 11 2 -^h s 2-^^ 3] 

S.O. 186.—Mis. Gurunath Provision Stores, 48, S. P. 
Koil Street. Madras-12, weie granted a licence No, P/Z/ 
1936005/C/XX|82|M|8l dated 3rd March. 1982 for import 
of Dry fruits for Rs. 10.000. 

As there was ’ a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder tq show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for n 
Personal Hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did 
not turn up for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, 
J am satisfied that the above Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by fraudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence cx-partc. 

J, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa] of the Imports [Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/'Z/1136005/C/XX182[Ml81 
dated 3rd March, 1982 issued to M/s. Gurunath Provision 
Stoies. 48, S. P. Koil Street, Madras-12 for import of Dry 
fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1112/AM. 82/AU. III! 
raToWTo 187 :—’’tfra ERR ?fraTT- 14 , 

fftra^TR rafrar *f;z, tram-sraft 10,000 nra ^ 
ram rar mm razft ra ftro mm Hiraftra mm 
ftt-Rra:-i93 5 99 3-^-Fwram-8 2-rm-8i fmira 
2-3-83 rarfr fw rarr m 1 

Frajrar mraftra mfr ffwmT Jim ?mrm 
% rarnram rarff ram ra rtjr rac mm fram ran 1 1 
m srmram ra raTRAframr ft: mft ra fraram ram rar 
rairaw fraarf ftft ft, ft ^ trra ram 

miftf raftfm rarer frarar ran «n fra 30-7-82 raft 
mfftmm rar raram ftft ft: Haraira "jnraft ratff 
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ffaitr tt: ti?tt TTr tt far Rtq i wr RtRfa 
fat TPR Trfa a'fPfTRfa ^T 4 lt fa fapr qfaT R RET T 
rn:% fa TT RiR r rr/r f fagrjrr rrrr rrr 
Ipfat fa^FTFT TRTWT % RnTP" 7? RFct ffahT W % 
ssfrr rTFp-TTf^r HtWT fa RTfa fa rr^-rfafa ffafar 
far jj I 

ft, rpitt (ffafasiR) rfir 1 9 5 s fa mrr q( i ) (fa) 

% RriEIcT TTfr 11017377 77 fal'T TTT gT, ffafa 

Tfar faw -14 fafanr fatTR T^tz, RJtr-3 

fa R^R-Rtfa 1982 fa rrfa fa far 10,000 

tt tti rr rmtt rfar fa ffa Alfa ffafa nfaRirfafa 

R5t(T 19 3 5 99 3-fa- faT faf R- 8 2-FR- 8 1 

fafaF 2-3-8 2 fal TfaTTT T% ifi-RTt jj I 

(fa5Tffan;T-1079-^T 82-faT 3) 


S.O. 187.—M|s. Ramesh Traders, No. 14, Pillar K6rl 
Street, Madras-3, were granted a licence No. P/Z/1935993/ 
C/XX|82|M181 dated 2nd Match, 1982 for import of Diy 
fruits for Rs. 10,000, 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which wus not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the I icence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Persona) Hearing on 30lh July, 1982, As the party did 
not turn up for a personal hearing to explain his case, 
T am satisfied that the above Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by freudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence ex-partc. 

1, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa> of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955. hereby 
cancel the Import licence No. P/Z/1935993/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 2nd March, 1982 issued to M/s. Ramesh Tradeis, 
No. 14, Pilliar Koil St., Madras-3 for import of Dry fruits 
foi Rs. 10.000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1079/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


VT°WJo 188 1—Rfa-ft TTrtofaorriro u/e'CTlUPT, 
42, faz TTWTT fa?, R5TR-13 fat FTR 10,000 
TT fa! 45-fa 47 RTRP7 Rtfa % ffatT SORFt Rr?faR 

fa J r fa-TTT -19 3 012 O-fa'-rt^-trtTT- S 2-faT- 81 

ffafiTR 0-3-8 2 TLTffa ffaiT TRt Rt I 

17777 RURR R-T7t fatJOTET 3TTt RRJR TTUlTcT 
fa RTPTTT Tifa Tfa fa RtRTV 7T RPR farrr Wt ft I 
77 770777 fa RRFTffafaRT fa Tlfa fa ffaRTR RTfa 47 
47TR fa'dTf fa fa Tlfaf fa 7T 'jfaf it^t -cfTpruT 
ttpett farffar rft pRiTr ra rt ffa 20 - 8 -S 2 fat 
oTNTTT /JRRTf 47 SIR-iR fa fa 44RFT Rifat TjfTCf 
ffaTt RAT RifatR 447 7 7% «fT-r ffarr Tfa 1 rtr 
R tfat fat RPR 4R7 sfantror ’-J-iRti fa fart tlfar fa 
fat fa TTXR, fa TT TFT fa Rtjye jT f^r 
RTfRR RR7 Hlff fajOTTR 777474 fa TTETp; T< 
TRT ffadT T9T ft 5TH tTT^T. 7 tTifaf-T fat T? T'fa 
far TT-Tfafa f-ffa fart! W, I 


fa Ttnm (ffafa'T) mfar 1955 far eitti 9(1) 

(rr) % ?tfifa RTTT TffsmrT Tt faTR r’fa 
' tffafar fafot^Ro '.wd^n , 42, TvTR^T^'R TfS 

RTTR-13 fat 1982 far SEtffa fa ffa it 1:417 

10,000 nTT T(Tt Tfaf Tt StRTtT TTfa fa fvfrr tsnfr 
ffar m FTTfafar fawr far-err:- 1 9 3 6 12 o-far-nTR 
^-82-^-SI KdTTT 6-3-82 faT C^TTr 
TTVTT g I 

[faRRt fOTT- 1 2 6 OTTR- 8 2 -tnj 3 ] 


S.O. 188.—-M|s. S. B, M, Enterprises, 42, West Knlman- 
dapam Road. Madras-13, were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
193fi 120/C/XX/82/Ml81 dated 6th March, 1982 fo r import 
of Dry fruits for Rs. 10.000. 

As there was a leason to believe that the above.import 
licence has been obtained by producing n Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cnwe Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal hearing on 20th August, 1982. As the party did 
not turn up tor a Personal Hearing to explain his case, 
T am satisfied that the above Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by freudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence ex-partc. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXo) of the Imports (Control) Older, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936120/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 6th March, 19S2 issued to M/s. S. B. M. Enterprises. 
42, West Kalmandapam Road, Madras 13 for import of Dry 
fruits for Rs 10.000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

IF. .No. DF/1266/AM, 82/AU. ITI1 


TToSTTo 1&9 .—RfaMfa RPUTR3T fafafatpT, 23 
R 1 TPFT RTvfa Ffar, RsTPT— 1 fat WT 1 0,000 TTfiT , 

tvTf TT IRT-Ttcf Txfa fa ffarr Tfjtrpf pfn^£f*r 
faf-TTH-19 3 5 86 6 -fai'—r('tri *'/+*!—8 2~R I f- 81 faFttfiT 

, 1 -2-82 Rifat faHTT 4111 Rt I 


TFTfafaT rtrtfar FpTmTT JIT) VJcPlfa RTRIR 

fa TTriiviXT Rrfar 7 T' v ft fa RTOT’ 5 ' T 5 ' RF-T ffaRT Rff ^ | 
RR RRIWT fa RTFdfTTTT fa Tit ft ffarWRT RTR FT 
XTIXR fe<gT| fat fa, Tlfaf fa Rif ^Rifa ^tr it^ rttut 
TTHTf fatlfatT 3iTTf ffadT RRf sfy f-f 2 2-7-87 fat 
^-TffaTRT TT 5 TTR T fat fa TTRFt RRfat Rtfai 

f-trttr RAT Rl^fafa'TRt *T ^ TvfTRt WiU I Sptfa RIRfa 

faf sRcj TTn 3 rifafTT T^RTtfa fa fattr Ttfaf T Ryfa fa 
TTF'-R, ft W TTcf fa RT^CR f, d 444 rt' Rl^RR RRcT 
RTTT fartlMIri TRIRTR fa RTSTR 'F' ift>R f^Ttfr RT,7 
| far-: rrnRTPt RT 5 RR fat Rf T'tfa fat tiRT-q-gfra' 
friRR fanT I 

fa, RFtrcr (fu%R') RHlR 1955 far ttlTf 9(l) 
(it) fa R?TRT TTtT RfaRTRf TT TRR Rvfa grr 
Rfafat Rf RFFTRTT fafatRTT, 2 3 TITIAN TjRRV r^z 



[«rorll 


3 (if)] 


drctr fid ttwto ; 1,1 ssa/tftw 11,1904 


15 3 


d3Td-l tft, dfo—dP$ 1982 fiff 8tdftT % fTOJfid^ 

10,000 it* ^ qwff vr *rnmr^ % fair on^f 
fod dd smjtftt fT^qr nr-* 77-193586 6-dT-trfid 

lffid-82-<rd-81 fddtTO 19-2-82 firt tr^UTT 7? 
fiTnr g 1 

[fTSdT 7^7-882-^7 82 -t^J 3 ] 

S.O. 189.—M|s. Sha Makanchand Nemlchand, 23, Nara- 
yana Mudall Street. Madras* 1, were granted a licence No, 
P/Z/1935866/C/XX|82|M[81 dated 19th February, 1982 for 
import of dry fruits for Rs. 10.000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal hearing on 22nd Tuly, 1982. As the party did 
not turn up for a Personal hearing to explain his case, 
I am satisfied that the above 'Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by fraudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1 Xft) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1935866/C/XX|82|M!R1 
dated 19th February, 1982 issued to M/s. Sha Makanchand 
Nemichand- Madras-1 for import of dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 
for April—March, 1982 period. 

INo. DfF/882/AM. 82/AU. DIJ 

WToflTo 199 ;—trM TTdt dtfWT 72fT, 9, 

TTSfifiTO TTdgTd xmr-13 firt nro? 10,000 
rotf tmm vxft % fair xndRt Hei fer 
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mjwmr % mmrx j ifar fadr nro1 1 

tit ddrodd % «nTBf^TPdT % «rnt ir fro^mr fin^f 
tttw front it, <n€f if d? pr q«p vrvn 
dnmt trfcd tsrrft fadt rorr *rr fa 20 - 8-82 *jrt 
•dfaddit front dd trwr % qrtrrq; rofat Ttff 
fad! ddT Hn^fd fidf d Tir fi7 fatt rantr | 

*PT^ 717% firt VTZ fi7% *dPf<5TOT gTOTlf % fair 
dnffd wt% fcfrm,$ rod tdj fa gtfaw 

TOTOT TTOft ^JTTTRT MHIurT^T % 71 5T I7 97 

sn^r fadt ddr $ tffr dd^rm Hrofd rot X% ro7% rot 
<jro-d5ffd frofa %dt % i 

" f, mdfa (fdlTSW) WT%9T 1955 ^ETTTT 9 ( 1 ) (tj) 

%■ TdTdd dfiTf dftWi Cl fid Jtdfd fii7% jcr ( 

7T7T dtffidTd ¥Zt7, 9 7rdT fifaWd 

7Td37d, dSTd -13 ifrt, —Tit 1 982 rot roarfd % 

fro* 10 , 000 dro rorof fid whtrt ro7% %f%q 

arrfr fad dd ifarr dr-g7z-i9 36ioo-dt- 

0^7^77-82-77-81 IddtfiT 6-3-82 <dt ^STTT 
v^arg 1 

[Hddr xtifa-1262-1^X7 82 —dd 3 ] 


8.O. 190.—M|s. Rama Provision Store, 9, Rama Nalcken 
Street, Royapuram, Madras-13, were granted a LI ence No. 
P/Z/I93610O/C/XX|82|M|81 dated 6th March, 1982 for 
import of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there wag a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a 
Personal hearing on 20th August, 1982. As the party did 
not turn up for a Personal Hearing to explain his case, 
I am satisfied that the above Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by fraudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence ex-parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me In terms of 
Clause 9(1X») of the Imports (Controll Order. 1955. hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936100/C/XX|82lMl81 
dated 6th March, 1982 issued to M/s, Rama Provision Store, 
9, Rama Naicken Street, Royapuram, Madras-13 for Import 
of Dry Fruits for Re. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1262/AM. 82/AU. HI] 


VToITTo 191 :—(To d>fatPT *Et4, 

24 57 # dnwr trfte, inmr -12 Wr 10,000 

frv fid mm % fin? mm mjfar 
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23 - 2-82 smft fadr tnudri 

fil#T TdtfV ^RTdTH IT7T findTTT 
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dd sprnm % wdrorfafidiT^ dr^: % fafidm <P 7 ?r *rr 

fiHTd fearf ^ ft, dr^f it d? grr ^ ^ 
ddlfifr dtfeff firr^t fadT fidT dT fa 22-7-82 fift 
wpfanrd y'ddrf fid ddd7 ^ % fiTdTH mvt mft 
ffiidT ddr HT^IT fidt d 7^ T7 fddT 'SHtJ I fiTT^t 
drd?r fifr fto: fid^ sdffiddd gddif % fttd drit d 
*n^ fiddT, ? w to it jj fa dd^fid 

dHd ddfr vHdTdTH 3TdldMd % HOUR d7 
ddd ffiidT ddr | *fl7 qd^ittr vxft vt tfa- 
d«ftd frond vraT j i 

ff, ?ndTd (fdddd) WTtfiT 1955 fi5V tTf7I 9( l) (<t) 
* SRTdd StfiTt dfdfidfif fid dd'td fiitlt p?, 
rof>dt iT 0 fir^td sftfaard 24 , 5 ?rift dnptfiid 
1 ^, dfftd -12 rot, whr—dr^ i982fi?( wdfw % frot 
10,000 rop duff fid trrdTd firt^r ^ fat^ 
arrft fad dd roT#'it mm df-ffir?-i935892-tff- 
tTfirorfid-lTd-81 fddtfi’ 2 3-2-82 firttrd^ITXT 7^ 
fi7cfti I 

[dWT rffadi— 9 2 4—t£t£d 82-t^ 3 ] 


S.O. 191.—M[s. A. Kareem Provision Stores 24-Thulasi 
Naicken Street, Madras-12, were granted e Licence No. 
P/Z/1935892/C/XX|M|81 dated 23rd February. 1982 for 
import of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Account¬ 
ant Certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon 


1085 GI/87—20. 
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tfic Licence Holder to show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence Riving an opportunity for a 
Personal hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As ihe party did 
not turn up for a Personal hearing to explain his case, 
I am satisfied that the above Import Licence has been ob¬ 
tained by fraudulant means and hereby decide to cancel the 
licence ex-parte. 

T, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(TXa) of the Imports (Control! Order, 1955. hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935892/C/XXIMI81 
dated 23rd February, 1982 issued to M/s. A, Kareem Provi¬ 
sion Stores, 24-Thulosi NaFken Street. Madras-12, for import 
of Dry Fruits for Rs, 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[F, No, DF/924/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


wto wto to t tot t refrf. ffacrr- 4 , 

«fV irtrra -600021 tYipt? 10,000 

Ttff irr trPTtfr fttY % f^tT fifth frwirr 

cfV-War- 19 3 59 7 8 #-^^-82-1^-81 f^Tfo 1-3-82 

srrfl f#Fi fht «rr i 

^rifw hhifYi hf?Y wur ri T F opt sjhhh toith 
% rfftfst fk 1 ' ttY % Frtnr fi ffh tw fht £ i 
sfljnrrom % sfrenfaTOT Y ft# Y Pmra qrrY qu 
<firnir Orerrf it, trnff # Hg ^dY fft fttcf 
<pmft HYfYF mfr f#FT fht ft f«F 30-7-82 tY 
' $H?rf pi warp?: YY % fifttf uppt ^nft 

fw tot fitY# toY h rg pt fon sritr 1 wfY pm# 

VY ?F«H FtY mfroPP H/TFTf % fptr F^f H 3fPf % 

TO, Y TOT Y g fqiHFHTO FrtfFH TOTH 
FTO( (|PTqR snWTP # FFm qp RF-T f«PjT TOl 
5 [ Pnpjncr htihtf qvY qn# cY ff-fwth 

fYofa Ytff g I 

t, siftth (fro^F.) arr^PT 1955 qrY Enpre(i)(p) 
toYf hstt irfwTpfsFT spfr*r htf jp ; sjafsft 
sff fitotht srYtf, riim- 4 , #1 Ytofft Yh, FJrer -21 
TO, —pi# 19 82#] XFlfa YfFlJ pqrr 10 ,0 00 

yi to fifth ptY % f#p M to ?rr?#Yr htot 
fY-? pRf -19 3 59 7 s-ti'/qvs p«ra- s 2 -pf- b 1 fpctv 1 - 3 - a 2 
to ^efwm fj qiTcfr g 1 

[Y mi »prp;- 1 0 7 4-^F-8 2-ttP 3] 


S.O. 192—M|s. Sri Saibaba Stores, No. 4, Sri Rangam- 
mal Lane, Madras-600021, were granted a licence No P/Z/ 
1935978/C|XX|82|M|81 dated 1st March, 1982 for impot 
ot Dry fruits for Rg. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which wag not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should cot be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 30th July, 1982. A§ the party did not turn up 
tor a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the liccn-e ex- 
parte, 


I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1935978/C!XX!82iM|81 
dated 1st March, 1982 issued to M|s. Sri Saibaba Stores, 
No. 4, Sri Rangammal Lane, Madras-21 for import of Dry 
fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—-March, 1982 period. 

(No. DF/1074/AM. 82/AD. ITT) 
fTToWT° 193—"PTOSmt 4 8, 

sfripwrnp pm^jfppe, toth -21 fYhfY 10,000 
apt ^jf qi#f .to fifth to.Y % f#tr ffttp 

7T2:-19 3 5 9 7Q-pY-OTPr/jf^- 8 2- 0[P- 81 ftpt* 
2-3-82 ^ fPTPT PPT *TT I 

% RFT'tTqp ■prrr q:v:Y % xntrp" rfp f#pr »ftt 
$ i if jmrFqw % xr piRp Prypr #rtY f*mra ttp 
qrr TTTW *Y #, rt^F # ^ 

srpmt ftFcFJ Fifr fqnrr tot «it f'F 30 - 7-82 #> 
«qfqpFP FFpif *pt fpfr YY Yr mm pffY irrxV 
fTOT toi qjff P x% tx far^r ^tf i wfY 

RTF# tY Fim PiffY sFfYPFP fJFFTc % f#tr *nfl 

F FfY % FFTF, Y TF FTP Y fff^Z g fT 
FrxFF fff ffYi Yptift fftfff # ft 

FFP fFFI FFT t FF^JTTT PHfFF #T ^ 

spxY qY Fqf-F^F fp#F Yft g 1 

t, pmra (fFtfsp) ftYp i955#tFm9( i)(Y) 
% ffYf ffp wRrtnrY ft fftf ftY jf, 

FsmmY tYi# 4 8 Y'TFm ffv, ttftYfYt, 
FJTF- 2 1 #T, FFF-FfF, 19 82 #Y FFf# % f : FY TOT 
10,000 cFF ^ Fi#lr ff piptf qr?:Y PiPt 

fqjF FF FPT1 19 3 S9 79-Ff-FFF ^FF- 

82-FF-81 f?FrF 2-3-82 YFFJRT T.% FXFT gl 
[fF'TT tftFq;-i087-FlTF 82/^-3] 

S.O. 193.—M|s. Gajalakshim Stores, 48, Srirangammal 
Street, Wasbermenpet. Madras-21 were granted a Licence 
No. P/Z/1935979/C/XX|82IM|81 dated 2nd March, 1982 
for import of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 30th July,, 1982. As the party did not tuin up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex- 
parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(1 Xb) of the Import* (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935979/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 2nd March, 1982 issued to M/s. Gajalakshmi Stores, 
48, Sri Rangammal Street, Washermanpet, Madras-21 for 
import of Dry Fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 
period. 


[F. No. DF/1087/AM. 82/AU. HI] 
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' 7JT°WT° 19 4.—77’*$?77 *<t, 5/3 ^77$ 
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TT 77737 f*3lf 77 7, IT* 7 7? $5 7=7 TT77 
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**7777 T/TTlf 77 S177T 77 % 77717 77T$ 77T$ 
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717$ t$ *7^ Tt$ **7777 77717 % fa 5 7r* 

7 717 % 7777, % *7 TRT 7 7§e 7 fa 37^77 
7 777 TT^ft 77TT717 % 771777 % 71717 
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(tf771 *>57-1113/557-82/55, 3 J 

S.O. 194.—M|s, Selvam Stores, 5|3 Tulasi Niacken 
Street, Madras-12, were granted a licence No. P/Z/1936011/ 
C|XX|82|M-81 dated 3rd Murch, 1982 for import of dry 
fruit* for Rs. 10,000. 

Aa there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 

f jetiuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
lcen;e holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 30th July, 1982. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence ha* been Obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence es¬ 
parto. 

I, In exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1936011/CA'X(82|M|8I 
dated 3rd March, 1982 issued to M/a. Selvam Stores, 5/3 
Tulasl Naicken Street, Madras-12, for import of dry fruits 
for Ra. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

fNo, DF/1113/AM 82/AU. Ill] 
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[797r: * 57-1189-557 82-5 *£ 3) 

S.O. 195.—M'|s: Murali Enterprises, 16 Somuchetty 
Street, Royapuram, Madras-13, were granted a licence No. 
P/Z/1936071/C/XX|82|M|81 dated 6th March, 1982 for 
import of dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

Aa there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
Iicen.e holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to can el the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and nereby decide to cancel the licence ex- 
parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Import* (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/193071/C/XX|82IM|81 
dated 6th March. 1982 issued to M/s. Murali Enteiprises, 

16 Somuchetty Street, Royapuram, Madras-13, for import 
of dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March 1982 period, 

fNo, D!F/1189/AM 82/AU. IH] 

77° WT° 196 77* 5°aff° 57° 73, 
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Rnfat Ttffw t r€t farr tat «rr fa 22 7-82 Tt 
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[Twr: ¥t ^ 95/111 e-q; t£T 82 -q ^ 3 ] 


8,0. 196.—M|i. A.G.S. Store*, 73, Perambur Hingh 
Rood, Madias-600012, were granted a Licence No. P/2,/ 
1936U01/C/AX/82|M’|at daied 3rd March, 1982 lor impuit 
o1 Dry iruits to, Rs. lu.000. 

A* there wa* a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence tint been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant ccrtmcatc certitymg then past imports which waa not 
genuine, a show cause nonce was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did not turn up 
lor a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence'has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence sx- 
parts. 


I, in exercise of the powers vested on me In terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Import* (Control) Order, 1953, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/l936001/C/XX 82|M|81 
dated 3rd March, 1982 issued to M/s. A.O.S. Stores, 73, 
Perambur High Road, Madras-600012, for Import of Dry 
Fruits for R*. 10.000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

To 


[No. DF/1116/AM. 82/AU. HI] 
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A 

fa*TT ffaT- 110 8 -Ctcpr 8 2 -t^ 3] 


S.O. 197.—Rathna Stores, 2-G.A. Road, Madras-21 
were granted a Licence No. P/Z/1936015/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 3rd March. 1982 for import of Dry fruits for 
Rs. 10.000. 


As there was a reason to believe that the above Import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 30th July, 1982. A* the party did not turn up 
tor a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu¬ 
lent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex- 
parte. 


I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Import* (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936015/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 3rd March, 1982 issued to M/s. Rathna Stores. No. 2. 
O.A. Road, Madras-21 for import of Dry fruit* for Rs. 10,000 
for April—March, 1982 period. 


[No. DF/1108/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


TTo WTo 19 8:—*pf*ff TfgT TlfaTTT 
50, fcwjT fit fff, TUFT-12 Ttf W? 10,000 fFp 
$$ Tfaf Til WTTFT % fa* «TTTFT THiffa WT 
<ff— VSZ- 1936000-#-TTTqTT-82—C[R-81 fait* 

3-3-82 TTff faTT TTT *IT I 

3Tt£RT TTff fajTTTT ffTTT «mmT 

% SmFTTT Tiff TiTff % TTTHR TT JTRi faTT TTT 11 
TT 5TTTTTO % % Rif if faKRTT T.’fa *PT 

thtt faar^ ^ ir, Tt€f ^ ^ ipncr 

RTTraff fffer Trff fatfT «ff fa 22-7-82 Vf 

Tr URTR Ttfaf TTff 

faRT WT WfTffa wf T RiT fan TPJ I tn^RTJfa 

^ Trfanrn % fa^ TTff t % 

TROT, ff TT 4 Id ir d'fi 1 c <s g fa •T'ltf'td RTfT 

TnfaimTfT TTTTTT % TTfTR TT TFT faRT TRT | 
%ttx Uft^aKI Tr?far Tf Tg Tf CfTi-WfT Pfan 
iTTTg I 

ff, BTTTtT (PfaPT) Wfar, 1955 T> SKT 9( 1) 
(l?) % TFtFfa TRW TlfaTTff TT TTtT TITS JT?, 
gffat fagn gi fa^K T wrttf, so, grl ftf, 

TUT-12 Tf, wfa-RT^, 1983 Tfa (TRfa ^ fat? 
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qq^ 10,000 fro 'B^rf qq xrnrrq % f$nj 
«nrt fqtf *nf m*tq 'ft-ras-‘i936000-qt- 
82-t^T-81 f*Tt* 3-3-82 ^ ^IRl 

*T?rr j 1 

[wit vkjqi- 1104 - qr^r 82 -^ 3 ] 


S.O. 198,—M/s. Mohan Provisional Stores, 50, Perambur 
High Road, Madras-12, were granted a Licence No. P/Z/ 
1936000/C/XX/82/M|81 dated 3rd March, 1982 for import 
of Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

A* there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence haa been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show eause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex- 
parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1936000/C/XX|82|M|81 
dated 3rd March. 1982 issued to M/s. Mohan Provisional 
Stores. 50, Perambur High Road, Madras-12, for import of 
Dry fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1104/AM. 82/AU. ID) 


<rrto WTo 19 0:—srraTOfr fst, 8-1, 

*rri*r, qirrq-12 10,000 qq. $$ <Rvfr qq 

«rm?r % far? wrier w*qq tfwr 'ft-fsrj- 

193591S-4t-tJfin? ! Rr-82-^T-81 25-2-82 

wd ftarr wt «tt 1 

’ 3 x Rf E HT *n*tfq qqift ^iwi'fi h ira trwra 

* spitw wd ^ % srrerrc t< bto fan tot $ 1 
qqsnmrqer^ trqiwfq+qi % wrt froroq qr^qrr 

qtrror fcqrrf *q ^r, qr?f q irj gv qnqq 
wmxrt q'rfeq snfr fw tot to fr 22 - 7-82 q;> 
TOftrorq ifnrrif qq wrorc ^ % quroq qqqk arret 
foro trirr <rcff q qrr forr 1 

qm?r qft wz tfr^r TOfqePTq gqrof % fart qrzf 
q xrkr * vrw $ w tot ^ j fr qq*jqq 
muifq wq RTpft ?rtiF-rM jrtrm^ % tostt qq 
sra fcrr w | vk tjenprirr m^fq «rn?t 
qk tjrqt-Wrtr frofa vFH jf 1 

f, wra (f^iRTT) to%w, 1955 vt tott 9(1) (q) 

% win rtot xrfaqrRf <pt toft ^ grr, 

•rPTRsfr fvf, 8 4, WITTR m^T, RffHM 2 *pt, 

1982 qff wrfq % froj wt iq.ooo ere? 
q^ff TO TOTOtT % far? TOTt faq TO* TOS^q 
WIT Tt-prz 1935915 ^ff-W t^W- 82 -q^T -81 firqtqr 
2 5-2-82 ^ •FTeTT jl 

[kSTf : ft t^/9 5 3-tJ tjq-32-^ 3] 


8.0, 199.—M|$. B'alaji Traders, 84, Apparao Garden 
Madras-12 were granted a Licence No. P/Z/1935915/CI 
XX/82/M/81 dated 25th February, 1982 for import of Dry 
fruits for Rs. 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has bees obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which was not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 
licence holder to show cause why action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 22nd July, 1982. As the party did hot turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, 1 am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex- 
parte. 

I, in exercise of the powers vested on me hi term* of 
Clause 9(1 Xa) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, hereby 
cancel the import licence No. P/Z/1935915/C/XX|82|M|81, 
dated 25th February, 1982 issued to M/s. B'alaji Traders, 
84, Apparao Garden, Madras-600112 for import of Dry 
fruits for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

To 

[No. DF/953/AM. 82/AU. m] 


qri° «n°2oo.—iTtfot»TTo qsrrq, wr 39, 
qtawr %<fr Frrq-3 qit wr 10,000 ^ 

Turf qtr wum % fHrr xmrirr wmnr f®tt 

qi-W? 19 3 5 998-HV-t^fq tpfq-82-ttTT-81 faTTST 2-3-82 

srrft fen qqr «rr i 


TTtper qq^t qtinTq arrj 

ariqrq % qqFwq qrerf % xurn qr rtt 
fqiqT qqr | i qq 5 RTTOT % wqirqfqqrqT % vrt 
% fqjqi-q qq W k, qT^f § 

q? gtj tTqrqrrcq qarwt q'rfeq qrd fw *ptt 
«tt ftr 30-7-82 m 3 qftqqq fqqr^ «ft xfrr ^ 
% qjqTcr qqqrt ^nrV fvrr qqr HT^fq ipft q 
tt fXqr arr^ i xm qrq% qq qR"q sqpfqqq 

gqnf ^ fqt[ qnff q xrq % qqq«r, *f ?q qiq ^ 
qqtsq ^ fq; qq^w qT?^fq qqq qq^t Iwiqm 
inriq-qq % qrqn: qq qrq ,fqiqT qqT | *frr qq^am 
qi^ifq q?T qvt ^T-q^frq fqqq qqr g i 

if, qrqrq (fqqsrq) qm, i95sqfr enTT9(i)(q) 

% qqitq qqq qfqqqqf qq snikT *frc?r §(t, qiwr 

tr^otrqo wn 39 , qftpq qtrq -3 qfr, 

xf^q-qr# 1982 xrqftr % fair Tqq 10,000 w 
qi?ff qq xirqrq qrq v *rq 

sr iyfq qwrr qlr-pqrq-i 93 5 998 -qt-*^qq trqq-B2-o:q-8 1 
fqqtqr 2-3-82' q?r trq^sra qRm i 1 

[tot: 1030-^ t?q-82-c^ 3] 


S.O. 200.—M/s. S. M. Stores, No. 39, Ponnappacbetty 
Steel, Madras-3, were granted a Licence No. P/Z/1935998/ 
C/XX/82/M/81 dated 2nd March, 1982 for import of Dry 
fruits tor Rs 10,000. 

As there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a chartered account¬ 
ant certificate certifying their past imports which waa not 
genuine, a show cause notice was issued calling upon the 





138 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY 1, 1983/PAUSA 11, 1904 [PART II- Sec. 3(ii)] 


licence holder to show cause wljy action should not be taken 
to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a personal 
hearing on 30th July, 1982. Ag the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above import licence has been obtained by fraudu- 
lant means and hereby decide to cancel die licence ex- 
parte. 

I. in exercise of the powers vested on me in terms of 
Clause 9(lXa) of the Imports (Contiol) Order. 1955, hereby 
cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935998/C/>:X|ii2|M|8i 
dated 2nd March. 1982 issued to M/s. S. M. Stores, No. 39, 
Ponnappachetty Street, Madias-3 for import of Dry fruits 
for Rs. 10,000 for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1030/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 


«IT° 201 .— SfjfuRT, sjO, 
afro fte, Rjrrcr-600021 qft wr io.ooo r 
'Fsfr tu wrra u.Tfr % f^rtT miner vtiwt 'Eraur 
'fr-^rs-193599 5-^(0'^ rrwW-8 2-^H-ai TR 

2- 3-82 STTTf f«RT FIT «TT I 

wnsffrr vIwth arm «jrr^ wram 
* JiRTopTcT grfr 'F'g* % msrrr <rx tkrur turret 
sn uumisr % 3 T 4 FcTfrr^ciT % srrt fr frmre *f^ 
frr w fr, t rr^T fr tr^ *ft3?t 

arrmfr Rtfor ^rfr fam urn err far 30 - 7-82 qfr 
ctT fi r m er snm yf-ft Ynfr 

frpTi xrtrr vnr#*r wr h ^ ft fairr ornr 1 *rr*r^t 
sfrt ere fo* nfa rjwr? % fact qref q «rr% % 
•FT^JT, fr !ffiT fr £ fa tHTTifsFT -Ref 

RtKt uqum % srrsnr ut JTT^r ftrqrtm | 

xfrr tr^ 5 ttt srnrflfa Ft t^ ftt Ft tiF-wto PM* 

3rar g 1 

*t, ’srrqrcr (f-wm) «rrt*r, 1955 Ft urn 9 ( 1 ) 
(q) % mcnid UR trfHTFTTt ft JPTfrr FTft 
flifrsfr frTFTR 90, YTo rr 0 *raT?T-2l 

Ft, 1982^ % faq 10,000 dF 

95#t ft uptet r fOt % faq Yrrt fair hu srrysfa 
*r®n thyz :-19 3 5 9 9 5-r r-Wrtw- 8 2 -qu- 8 1 fa-rrF 

3 - 3-82 Ft qa^sro "<^ ftctt g 1 

[fnisrr: YtqF /10 7 8-qq y/ 8 2-qu 3j 

' atRo tteftr, iu kbs frpfaF srru'ifr fr*rr fatfrg 

8.0. 201.—M'/a. Sclvaraj Provisions, 90, G.A. Road, 
Madras-600021 were granted a Licence No P/Z/1935995/ 
C/XX/82|M.81 dated 2-3-82 for import of Dry Fruit* for 
Rs. 10,000/-. 


An there was a reason to believe that the above import 
licence has been obtained by producing a Chartered Ac¬ 
countant Certificate certifying their past imports which was 
not genuine, a Show Cause Notice was issued calling upon 
the Licence Holder tc show cause why action should not be 
taken to cancel the licence giving an opportunity for a per¬ 
sonal hearing on 30-7-82. As the party did not turn up 
for a personal hearing to explain his case, I am satisfied 
that the above Import Licence has been obtained by frau¬ 
dulent means and hereby decide to cancel the licence ex¬ 
port*. 


I, in exercise of the powers vested on me in term* of 
Clause 9(1) (a) of the Imports (Control) Order, 1955, here¬ 
by cancel the Import Licence No. P/Z/1935995/C/XX/82| 
M|81 dated 3-3-B2 issued to M/s. Selvaraj Provisions Stores, 
G.A. Road, Madras-21 -for import of Dry Fruit* for 
Rs. 10,000/- for April—March, 1982 period. 

[No. DF/1078/AM. 82/AU. Ill] 
R. SELVARAJ, Dy. Chief Controller, 
Imports & Exports. 


sTHfrl V'tUWH 1 
(wtffrfuF faURT *t«WU) 

UTR 

^ farfr, 1982 

m°WT° 202.—"Frtfru KT'FfT, tfrWT* ’Crftr- 
Pm, 1955 ( 1955 VI 10) xfr Eim 3 iTTCT UtfWr 

STftRFft <f?r uutn tFT?r jit, «rr/?r?r7Tt;TT if TffFrRTFrir 
ffi^T tfo q7ro?(To 797 (w), (frfr® 

1981 4TT PFCnrf'erfilcI Hl^fr % Wfrr :— 

tj«RT srr4it Sr:— 

(1) UTT 12 ®f WlfSItT ufacr Trafr % FUFT Ut 

mUR Prluw UT TfiRT *51 

xrstr Ttj 

(2) ^ w wrhF 11 gwfr fr*fir?r 
uftrfnzulf % f-UFT err. XrtTJT: pTFtTfrrfCR 
srerfre *frx ufarfefr c«fr <JmnfV, ;~ 

"'SFR ?r®Tf15 II iiroiTTo 4250-1980"! 

fsttpjt:— qrsiriFiTfmFir 7*frc 33*fr 

sfrp % i ?*rfrrtT TnXir Pfut ^mr 

SffWFF ^ ^ I 

['FToff o I(I])-24( 62)/Sl] 

trg 0 %o i3U ?ft%T 

MINISTRY of INDUSTRY 
(Department of Industrial Development) 

ORDER 

New Dolhi. the 10th December, 19P2 

S.O. 202 .—In exe ciae of the p-'we’X conferred by section 
3 of fhr Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955), the Cen¬ 
tral Covenament hereby makes the following amendment in 
the O rder of the Govet nmc nt of Ind ia in the Ministi y of Industry 
No. S.O. 797(E) dated th» 12th November. 1981, namely 
In the said Order— 

(i) ia paragraph 12, for the words “Gazetted ranks", 
the words “Assistant Director or Officer of equivalent 
rank" shall be -substituted; 

(il) in the Schedule for S. Nos. 7, 11, and 33 and the en¬ 
tries relating the r eto, the following S. Nos. end entries 
the 1 eof shall respectively be substituted, nr mcly 
"S. No. 7 IS ; 1596-1977”; 

“S. No. 11 IS : 4250—1980“; and 
"S. No. 33 IS ; 6446-1972;“. 

[No. SSI(D-24{62)/8l). 
s. K. CIIAKRABARTI, Dy. Secy. 
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MINISTRY OF CIVIL SUPPLIES 
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[fafoo ow Tr-i2on/i7/82-!P(rr<>-2] 
•rcorofoy, on oferr 


New Delhi, the 8th December, 1982 

S.O. 203.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
section (2) of Section 3 of the Forward Contracts (Regula¬ 
tion) Act, 1932 (74 of 1932), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Sh. B. Nanjundaiya, a Grade I Officer of the I.E.S., 
as Chairman, Forward Markets Commission, Bombay, with 
effect from the fftrenoon of 6th December, 1982 until further 
orders. 

[File No. A. 12011117182-Estt. II] 

B. D. GOPALA, Under Secy. 

•nftfap-ft, 14 ffeffwK, 1982 

XIToWTo 204,—OpTfV* Offm J? Olfa* 

usrifflTT, oto "ftotroo ^ e ton^r, 1982 % 

¥r omr orm oroto, wf % *ttot 
flor oto oarer % os 00 wfrnT ton 1 

«HlfW OW 


New Delhi, the 14th Dccejnber, 1982 

S.O. 204— Dr. P. N. Kaul, Economic Advisor in the 
Ministry of Civil Supplies relinquished charge of the post of 
Member as well as Chairman of the Forward Markets Com¬ 
mission, Bombay, on the forenoon of the 6th December, 
1982. 

2. 7n exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-section (2) 
of Section 3 of the Forward Contracts (Regulation) Act, 
1952 (74 of 1932), the Central Government hereby appoint* 
Shri B. Nanjundaiya, a Grade I Officer of the I.E.S.. a* a 
Member of the Forward Markets Commission, Bombay and 
also nominates him to be the Chairman of the Commission 
with effect from the forenoon of the 6th December, 1982 
until further orders. 

3. This has been issued id supersession of the Ministry 
of Civil Supplies notification of even number dated the 8th 
December, 1982. 

[Flip No. A-12011 /17/82-Estt. II] 
GURNAM SINGH, Under Secy. 
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fan srrff fopr ppt % i 


( 6 ) 


1980-01-31 


1080-01-31 


1980-01-31 


1979*12-31 


1980-01-31 


1979-12 31 


1979-12-31 


*■81° pt° pw smm pm! t; Pr 1930-03-01 # 1 

103'G1/82—21 
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( 1) (2) _ (3) (4) 

13. IS: 1288—1973 affair ^*r> 4690 ? 

fsi'nm wk 1975 - 11-01 sro igeo 

Ft qfrww TsRErf 
('Tprr 


14. IS : 1423- - 19.73 gift fa- IT*rtft 2558 11° 1 

Iffa 41 fcrfiJTfe 1975-08-09 4R° 1980 

(q^jrftisui) i 


15. IS: 1445—1977 lOOOFt 4° 1 

TO Ft frrfjlF «lt?FTI 4F Ft fcllo 197 9 

firctqfc fwTd«nsf ft 

16. SI: 1492—1970 *ftrfr gWWto 1635 4° 2 

WWt* Ft fkfafa: faltF 1972-07-08 fr4oi97» 


17. IS: 1776—1961 fsf *T ?TC t74Wt 2534 4^3 

41% 4^1 feT 44Et % Fit faqlF 1 961-10-28 foqo 1979 

4 i ■ 

qftfqfwfe i 

18. IS: 1886—19675^1^ Iffftft 2789 *fo 4 

wwmwk lar Ft i rf?r farto i967-oa-i9 440 1980 

tfffTl 


19. IS: 2037—1 9 6 2 2562 %o 3 

FTSFtfaftllfe fFlfo 1962-08-11 fkT°1979 


20. IS: 2081 ('*TFT l)—1976 gWWt 3882 %o 1 

4Tf ; T4rf?iff4ftt?rfl’%irnr- fkrtF 1979 - 11-24 fto i9so 
54 faff % tfffarF Ft 

fafafte 4T4 i qterw 41 % 

(q^ri q-i 'Cr2ri ,T r) 

21 . IS : 2361— 1970 ^TfPT gffWt 1277 3 

fairfj*fr Ft ftrfoiffei ftfaF 1972 - 05-27 f^rero 1979 

(q^wigktwF) 


_ ( 5 ) _ ( 6 ) 

(1) <SUT I0.2.2%k 1 1.2. 1980-01-31 

1.3 =fT fwtfaw f*P4T 

44T$ I 

(2) (1«5 12, W 10.2.3 
gw)—“140.2’' Ft 

''280.4" Fff* | 

( 3 ) (^14,11.2.3 

gw “100.8” 4ft 5T4f 

“201.6” Fffq | 

FTTFt 1 FI Wtsf'T fF4T 441 1980-01-31 

I I 

(<J«S 11, m 7 <ftT 7.1 1979-12-31 

FI 4ft Flfeg cRqiTFig 
'Sit 4PT r4 >^< 44ffacr I 


«¥ 5.1 FI 4%t44 fF41 441 1979-12-31 

t I 


4TC®ft 1 sflT 2 44 RFfaF 1979-12-31 
fF4f 4411 I 


(4*3 11, faiW 1, f3TPff 1, 
WIF4 l)—TC “F444 
500 fspsft g 54441 %" 
Flftg I 

(1) ^ vi™ % 

tft-2.1 wtC iftk ^4- 
45F Si 5TT 4t-1.2 % 

-a 

P4T4 47 44 FJ fag 

4tr|l 

( 2 ) q^ gF^SF Jf g*s 10 

qr ws wt-2.1 % f«n4 

( 1) 4TTJft 1 44 WFfaF 

fa 41 44T I I 

(2) kTTfaW 1 4ft F4^ gF 
441 ^OnfWW fa4T 441 

(3) WT 3.1 % 4t% gF 44t 
fe^Ft WW 44t | I 

SIT 2.1.2%?4RqggF 44T 
F4fc4T44T$ I 


1980-01-31 


1979-12-31 


1980-01-31 


1979-12-31 
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( I) (2) 

(3) - 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

22- IS: 2413—1978^aYfH$ft 

— 

Ho 1 

6.5*ft TOftTHlfRI HTOWt 

1980-01- 31 

apt farfwife 
(q^ro ) 


7R° 1980 

TO HSTtTOf f?HT HITT ^ 1 


23. IS: 2453—1978%3rH*H 

— 

Ho 1 

«r» 0.2, 0.4 4ft HTftft 1 TO 

1980-01-31 

*n$r qY MstIV 

(q^n jroftffH) 


3Ro 1980 

HHtERftlHrHHT|l 


24. IS: 2490 (TO l) —1974 

tfftWT 182 

Ho 1 

('fS 7, HiT°ft lf.THWTi 

1979-12-31 

httot a%H 4Y Her? htojIh 

4 fYpjro ifairfTOT fa^rar <p 
f^rq H^flHdr hr 1 

(q^rrjqftwq) 

1976-01-10 

ftH° 1979 

(24)—?H^t =Prfe{ l 


26- IS : 2582 (HR 2) — 

qHHT 2081 

Ho 1 

tgifHw i 4ft Hn4h % 

1979-12-31 

1972 snre feqrH sftar 4K 
hr 4rr % qfWT, hr 2 
terror fftoHftHHfqi faror % 
(q?ro groton) 

1975-07-25 

fTHo 1979 

WR TORT iff* f^ipT^i 


26. IS: 3775—1966fTOfcR 

HH W* 9 1 3 

Ho 2 

HPftft 1 % ftft fftTOft 4 ^ 

1980-01-31 

537 ft ^ift ftten? *qf 

fort* 1967-03-18 

TOR 1980 

1RR TO HtfV fe^TofT ft 


*Ft fdfflfe 



Htfcl 


27. IS : 4651—(TO 4) — 

436 

H° 1 

(IS : 465( 1 HR l)—1974 

1980-01-31 

1969 ar^nsr ^rnrV tfa ftrcqrs 1970 - 02-07 

TOR 1980 

4ft IS : 4651 (HR 3) 


htoth f £ fat? fcTO*q 



1974 % Horror htoth 


wYt fqqW qft ftfd ?ff^6T 



4 ftIS: 7314—1974 


hr 4 vfrz qr?H -ft 



STTOHlf 4ft 97R 


tohh ft-n? i 



fHHftH ft HHfERT TO5T- 
TOft %■ TOpITOT % HI? 
WW HT fsp IS : 4651 





(HR 4) —1969 TO 
HHTtR fTOlT afR I 


28. IS : 4890—1908 'TO- 

<JHH> 3929 

Ho 1 

TOT 4.5.3 % TOHTq; ^ TOT! 

1979-12-31 

TTirff 4 faHfcTOT ff«T®2: HiH^ 

1969-09-27 ftH° 1979 

4* 4. 5.3.1 Ht*THHr|l 


qftfafsnrr 





29. IS : 5204—1969 H^- 

13HHY 4848f«RtH 

Ho 1 

( 1) STH 4- 6 % >3*6 

1979-12-31 

ftsrH gwTuff 4t faforfte 

1969-12-06 

f*Ho 1970 

6Hr J3¥fTOTHHT^ 1 





( 2 ) (^ 7, 4 - 9 -1-1, afro 





2) -"0.00lfHHli”%WR 
qT'‘o.oifHHi'’q[ftr i 


30- IS: 5920—1970 HTOf4F 

^HStY 155 5(^6 

Ho 1 

(<R5 7, HITOlY Ijffi'HCrqloTH 

1980-01-3 1 

Hrontf *?r j srunf^qt % Yro- 
fft;T dUR TOft ftl fftTOftH 

1972-06-24 

TOR 1980 

“441 fTOH”—?HTOf?^ 


31- IS: 6234—1971 roi HOH 

^HHt 1549pRRr 

Ho 4 

(i) 4 . i % % 

1980-01-31 

(^TftHR^HRroH) 

1973-06-02 

TOT ® 19 80 

WT4 qT qqt fecq4f £< qf 1 1 


Hfroswr "ft fafw 1 



( 2 ) 4? 4 . 1 ^TOTHqTHqr 





4^fWHHr 1 1 
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32. IS: 642 5—1971 
jfrrc (?tot7V) ’ftfaftrte 

33. IS: 6488—1975 

5f3T % to gftV 

fttoTftfafarfa: I 
(qfwyrfarT’t) 


tfV 751 tor* 

1974-03-16 
tF&sft 2240 tot* 
1978-08-06 


34 . IS: 6638—1972^’KrC Tt qp<ft 770^h? 

' ^7rft FFFT-ftt*'* Ttoto 19 75-03-0 8 

3 5. IS: 70 5 6—19 73 29 39 tor* 

shfr tfVf<T‘T *ft fftfftfe 19 75-09-06 

36. IS: 7777—1975 ir^Wt 3351 tor* 

torft *rnft g-ft tonr 45V 1978-11-25 


37. IS: 8081—1976 <flR*lT 

srft *V fftfarfe 


IS WT 3 82 0 tot* 
1979-1 1-24 


3 8. IS : 8130—1976 ftftFT wft 9 9 tot* 
**7 wtr toto toftV 19 8 0- 01-12 

%to' 


(4) _ JS)__ (6) 

( 3 ) (T® 5,^ 4 - 4 - 3 ) — 

^ft*rto 

(4) W 9 . l, 9 . 35 fnc 9.3. I 
. j *4ftfttto tor 7*r 1 1 

( 5 ) i 2 «n:"t”?rk"§" 

fftf TPft THTtoto *T . . 

ftwrn tor »Kr & 1 
( 6) ^ 7.2-1 1 %q^^Tcf 
ir^^jfVfjCTfnfV^,- if? | | ; 

Hoi 4.2*rTrfttotorwr| I 1980 01-31 

ai4» 1983 

ft o 1 (l) 1 Wk 3*Tftftt- 1980-01-31 

A'T» 1980 Jurtowrt 1 

( 2 ) (1*3 7 STI7.1 7.1-1 
' 7 .1 .2*lV 7 . 2 )—WflA 

% fth 77 torffttor 
■ftftrft—'' 7.1 srfto* 
fttor <rfttsp»r. -r^ftf 5ft 
ton trU tt-t^t ftr 
7,totor ?r4to ftV 
IS: 7777—19 75 ^%srar 7 
to s ft ft tor § 1 

(3) «ftR: " + ”fT$- 7 to 
7RtorftV % FT h* 77 74V 
tortof ft- to 1 1 


7 ° 

to* 1976 

srtfs 5 . 1 toftftrtotorTTr 

|i 

1979-12-31 

ft° 2 

fto 19 79 

srtoi i4rnr5n«T ; iFfTT7iTrl 1 

1979-12-31 

2 

fto 0 1979 

fttoV 1 to 2 TT TPffV J7 
tor *nr 1 1 

19 79-12-31 

ft° 2 

1979-1 1-24 

( 1 ) to 2-1 to^n 77 7TT 
to tor 74T 11 

(2) (^5, to 5.4 7m 

3)—‘'7777 TfajrfT 7 
tor ^f47["W57TrF?'T I 

(3) (<p3 9, to 6.6.2.1 
ftfm l)—“5TW |T7r” 
ft toto 1 

1979-12-31 

ft° 1 

5T7o 1980 

Sitoi S44 9 IT ftftto 
tor mr 1 1 

1980-01-31 
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59 . IS : 830 8—19 7 0 TT-fan 
d WT 4f ^.vfrf 

’ (V 

% rtf % fi^r- 

tFTT tftjtft tf f*- 

ftfrffe 


40. IS : 8'138—1977 1 100*1 

cTT tf *IF£ rr %fn % 
ftf Ji# tf^'7 rfT siTTtfT itf'.' «tf 
«rr< tk ^rtfl orrAt tf 
ftfprf'TT 

41. IS : 8810—19 7 8 tfitf 
n"jtf tf iftf tfapr tf 
fafarfar 

42. IS: 8914—1978 

tf OTtf tfftf 7rf JT'JrdT 
tf sfl %£' i 


Tt^ m 4 19 ftf IT *fo 1 

1980 02-23 T,7r 1980 


'Vffsfi 618ftfTF 1 

1980 03 15 tflTo 1979 


(l) HZ 1 STR 3 TfSPlfr JT 1980-02-29 

ftfrr W 11 

(2) (fr 1 TT?4.1) —tf 

mritf tqtf tf 

tf TT tf oT^i7 I 

( 3 ) (<JG 5 37inft2) tf 1 
Tlftf 1 

( 4 ) HZ 5?T’pC GT r ’T?ltf-f 

fw wr 11 

( 5 ) ertfl 1 w Tftfj 7 rtfor 
mr 11 

{V* e^TRofi 1 ftfrnft)_ 1979-12-31 
tf Trftf 


» 


— ?To 1 

aro'o 19 80 

— ?io 1 
ftfr° 19 79 


(<{es 1, <Jl 1, Tftf l) 1980-0 1-31 
• "Fr»®n’i(T" % ftn-T qr 

WTtf 1 =111 tftfTdT*T if>4r * J 4T 1979-12-31 

ll 


INDIAN STANDARDS INSTITUTION 


[tf-H fftfqriToTy 0 / 13 : 5 ] 


New Delhi .the 24th November, 1982 

S. 0.205.— In pjraJ .1M or ueul -tl W 1 of the 11 ll n SI i»l -r U Intitutio 1 (Cortific .tioa M irlnj'&auluioji 1935 the I, nan 
Standards I astUution hereby nMifieosthU-.tnendmeaKsOtothoIud. .uSt .nd-.rd (s^vcniutheschcduleheretor.nncxcd h .vetwoaiLS 
under tno po ivers conferred by the sub-rcjul .tion (l) of Regal .tio 13 of'the said Rogul .Uous. . iUM 


I SI. No. and title of the Indn.n Stand ud 
No. ’.mended 


THE SCHEDULE 


No. r.na D -tc of No. ^nd Brief particular* of the Amendment 

Gazette Notifi- Date of the 

c .tion in wmch Amendment 

the cst-blishment 

of the Indian 

Standard w..s 

notified 


Date from 
which the 
amend¬ 
ment 
snail have 
effect 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


(31 


(4) 



(6) 


1. IS : 178-1965 Specification for 
.twills 
(Revised! 


cotton SO lOtid-Ud 
l%( -07-02 


Nr. 2 
Jan 1980 


A new note hat been added .hercUusc2.2 1 1980-01-31 


2. IS : 180-1965 Specification for cotton -do- 

sheetings 
(Revised! 


No, 2 
J-n 1980 


A notches been added after clause 2.2.1. 1980-01-31 
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(1) (2) ___(3) 

3. IS : 221 -15177 Specificationfor ink, fluid — 

bluef black, for permanent records 
(Second Revision) 


__*(4) _(5)__ ( 6 ) 

No. 1 In view of the publication of IS :8642-1977 1979-12-31 

Dec 1929 ‘Specification for dyes for water-base 1 
writ ing inks’in which the requirements of 
dye, ink blue, have been covered, IS : 

2247-1962‘Specifics ion for dye, ink blue 
for ink industry’ has been withdrawn. 

Hence this amendment is being issued. 


4. IS : 435-1973 Specification for castor oil S.O, 4690 dated 
(Second Revision) 1975-11-01 


5. IS : 694-1977 Specification for PVC insu¬ 
lated cables for working voltages up to 
and including 1100 volts 
(Second Revision) 


6 . IS '.732-1963 Code of practice for electri- S.O, U47 dated 
cil wiring installations (system voltage 1963-04-20 
not exceeding 650 volts) 

(Revised) 

7 . IS : 750-1976 Specification forhandloom — 
cotton lungios 

(First Revision) 

8 . IS: 774-1971 Specification for flushing S.O. 231 d'.ted 
cisterns for water closets and urinals (val- 1974-01-2.6 
veloss spihonic typo) 

(Third Revision) 

9 . IS : 902-1974 Specification for suction S.O, 1596 dated 
hose couplings for fire fighting purposes 1976 05-08 
(Second Revision) 

10. IS : 1169-1967 Specification for electric S.O. 1720 dated 
pedestal typo fans anl regulators 1968-05-18 
(First Revision) 

11. IS: 1235-1958 Specification for acetic S.O. 1949 dated 

anhydride 1958-09-27 


No. 1 (i) Clause 4.2 hasbeen substituted by a 1979-12-31 

Dec 1979 new one 

(ti) (P.',ges4 and 5 clauses 4.2.1 ,and4.2.2 
Delete 

(iii) Titleof Appendix Ahasbeensubstitut- 
cd by a new 

No, 1 (i) Contents at page 3 against SI. No. 1 1 198001-31 

Jan 1980 and 12 have been amended. 

(ii) New clause 0,4 has been added after 
clause 0 3 and the subsequent Clauses 
have been rc-numbercd accordingly. 

(iii) Clauses 1.1,1.2,9 4 10.1, 11,11.1,12, 

12-1,12.3.1 and A-l have been amend¬ 

ed. 

(iv) Clause2.4, 11.4, 12.2,12.3,A-2toA-3.1 
and B-l. 1 have bcon substituted by new 
ones. 

(v) Existing note has been redesignated as 
‘Note 1’and a new‘Note 2’ hasbeen 
added under clause 8.1 

(vi) New clause 9.5 has been added after 
elapse 9.4 and the subsequent clauses 
have been rc-nurabered accordingly. 

(vii) Anote hasbecnaddcdafterclausel3.2 
(▼iii) A new itcm(q) has been added after 

item (P) 

(ix) (Page 15, clause B-l.l, Note)—Delete 

(x) (Page 16, clause B-2,3, informal table, 
first column, second entry)—Delete the 
words ‘and up to and including 50’. 


No. 6 Clause 5.8.1 ( 0 ) Ins been substituted by a 1980-01-31 

Jan. I 98 O new one 


No. 2 Table 1 has been amended 1980-01-31 

Jan 1980 


*N.o 5 (i) Clauses 4.3, 4.4, 4.8 and 4.8.1. have 1980-01-31 

Jan 1980 been substituted by new ones 

(ii) New clauses 2.3 and 3.2.1 have been 
added after cluses 2.2 and 3 ,2 respecti¬ 
vely 

No. 3 Tables 1 A, 1 B, 2A, 2B have been amended 1979-12-31 
Dec 1979 

No. 4 Existing Notes undor clauses 16.2,1 and 1980-01-31 
Jin 1980 16.2.1.2.hT.vebeensubstituted bynewones 


No. 1 Clause B-2.3.2.1 has boon amende! 1979-12-31 

Dec 1979 
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(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

12. IS: 1266-1968 Specification for handloom 

S.O. 2654 dated 

Nt. 1 

This amendment is being issue 1 to incorpo- 

1979-12-31 

serge 

1958-12-27 

Dec 1979 

r ite editorial changes an 1 for referingthc 
latest Version of Indian Standards on 
methods of tests for different charactoris 
tics. 

(i) Clauses 10.2.2. and 11.2.1,3 have been 


13. IS: 1288-1973Mcthodsoftestformincral S.O. 4690 dated 

No. 2 

1980-01-31 

. gypsum and gypsum products 
(First Rcvsion.) 

1975-11-01 

Jan 1980 

a men led. 

(ii) (Page 12,clauscl0,2.3,fortnuU)—Sub¬ 
stitute '280.4’ for 140.2’. 

(iii) (Page 14,clause 11.2.3,formula)—.Sub¬ 
stitute ‘201.6’ for *100.8’. 


14, IS : 1423-1973 Specification for cotton 
gaberdine 

S.O. 2558 dated 
1975-03-09 

No. 1 

Jan 1980 

Tabic 1 has been amnded 

1980-01-31 

(First Revision) 

13. IS : 1445-1977 Specification forporceUin 
instulators for overhead power lines with 
a nominal voltage up to and including 

1 000 V 


N,i. 1 

Dec 1979 

(Page 11 clauses 7 and 7.1)—Delete and 
renumber the subsequent clauses accor¬ 
dingly. 

U 

1979-12-51 

(Second Revision) 

16, TS : 1492—1970 Specification for mebie 
surveying chains /First Revision) 

S.O. 1635 dated 
1972-07-08 

NO. 2 

Dec. 1979 

Clause 5.1 has been amended 

1979-12-31 

17. IS : 1776—1961 Specification for folding 
box board, uncoatod 

S.O. 7534 dated 
1961-10-28 

No. 3 

Dec 1979 

Tables land II have been amended 

1979-12-31 

18. IS : 1886—1967 Code of practice for ins- 

S-0.2789 dated 

No. 4 

(Page 11, Fig, 1, Note 1, Line 1)—Delete 

1980-01-31 

tallation and maintenance of transformers 1967-08-19 

Jan 1980 

the words ‘of about 500 kVA lating’. 


(First Revision) 

19. IS : 2037—1962 Specification for tracing 

S.O. 2562 dated 

No. 3 

(i) Clause C-2.1 of second icprint and 

1979-12-31 

cloth 

1962-08-11 

Doc 1979 

clause C-l .2 of third reprint have been 
substituted by new ones. 

(ii) Clause C-2.1 (Page 10 of first reprint) 
has been substituted by a new one. 


20. IS : 2081 (Pt I)—1976 Specification for 

S.O. 3822 dated 

No. 1 

(i) Tabic 1 has been amended 

1980-01-31 

taper terminal cable connectors for nuto- 
mobilt batto ios 

Part I brass type connectors 

1979-11-24 

Jan 1980 

(ii) Fig-1 has been substituted by a new one. 
(iii) A new note has been added after cla use 
3.1 


(First Revision) 

21, IS : 2361—1970 Specification fo; bulldog 

S.O. 1277 dated 

No. 3 

Clau c e 2.1.2 has been substituted by a new 

1979-12-31 

grips 

1972-05-27 

Dec 1979 

one. 


(First Revision) 

22. IS : 2413—1978 Specification for cotton 
twine (First Revision) 

— 

No, 1 
.Tftn 1980 

I nfo ; mal table of cl? use 6. 5ha s been a mon- 
ded- 

1980-01-31 

23- TS : 2453—1978 Specification for cable- 
laid cotton rope 

— 

No. 1 

Jan 1980 

Clauso 0.2, 0.4 and Tablo 1 have been 
amended 

1580.01-31 

(First Revision) 

24. IS : 2490 (Pt I)—1974 Tolerance limits 
for industrial effluents discharged into 

S.O. 182 datea 
1976-01-10 

No. 1 

Dec 1979 

[Page 7, Table 1, SI. No. (xxiv)— Delete.] 

1979-17-31 

inland surface waters Part I Gomral limits 

(First Revision) 



Fig. 1 and table 1 have bean substituted by 


25. IS : 2582 (pt II)—1972 Dimensions foi 

S.O. 2081 dated 

No. 1 

1979-12-31 

lathe spindle noses and face plates pa, t II 

1975-07-05 

Dec 1979 

a new one. 


spindle noscs-camlock typo 
(First Revision) 

26. IS : 3775—1966 Specification for hucka- 

S.O. 913 dated 

No. 2 

Note 4 under table 1 hps been substituted 

1980-01-31 

back towels, cotton khadi, bleached 

1967-03-18 

Jan 1980 

by a now one 


27. IS : 4651 (Pt IV)—1969 Code of practice 

S.O, 436 dated 

No. 1 

[Consequent to the revision cf JS : 4651 

1 ‘'80-01.21 

for design and construction of dock and 
harbour structmes Part IV sheet pile re¬ 
taining walls 

1970-02-07 

Jan 1980 

(Part 1)—1974 and IS : 4651 (Part III)— 
1974 and also publishing a standaid on 
Glossary, namely, IS : 7314—1974 Glos¬ 
sary of terms relating to port and hai hour 
engirvee-ing, it became necessary to issue 
an Amendment to IS : 4651 (part IV)— 
1969] 



For purpose* of ‘ISI Certification Marks Scheme; this amendment shallconvs into force with effect from 1930-03-01 
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■ (1)_ 0) (3) _ (4) 

28. IS : 4890—1968 Methods for measure- S.O. 3929 dated No. 1 
mjnt of suspended sediment in opon 1969-09-2? Dec 1979 

channels 

39. IS : 5204—1969 Specification foi research S.O. 484S ds ted No. 1 
microscope 1969-12-06 Dec 1979 


30. IS : 5920—-1970 Recommends lions for the S.O. 1555 dated No. 1 
preparation of drawings for optical ele- 197..-06-24 Jan 1980 
ments and systems 

3t. IS: 6234—1971 Specification for poi tabic S.O. 1 549 dated No. 4 
fire extinguishers, water type (constant 1973-06-02 Jan 1980 

air pressure) 


_ (5) _ (6) 

A no w clause 4.3.3.1. has boon added aftoi 1979-12-31 
clause 4.5.3 

(i) Clause' 4.6 lias teen substituted bya 1979-12-31 
now one. 

(ii) (Page 7, clause 4.9.1.1, line 2)—Sub¬ 
stitute '0.01 mm' for ‘0.001 .mm’. 

(Page 7, Table 1, thi’d column 'G1 f.es 1980-01-31 
Type)—Delete. 

(1) Noto under clause 4. i has been •■ubsti- 1980-01-31 
luted by a now ore. 

(ii) Clans 4.1 has been sn'btitutcd by a 
new on.. 

(iii) (Page 5, clause 4.4.3)—Delete. 

(iv) Clause 9.1 , 9.3 and 9.3.1.1 have 
been amdended. 

(v) Foot notes with ‘f and '§’ maiks at 
page 12 have been substituted by dcw 
ones. 

(vi) A new note hr s been addon after clause 
7.2.11. 


32. IS '.6425—1971 Specification for diopto- S.O. 751 dated No. I 

meter (lenso meter) 1974-03-16 Jan 1980 

33. IS : 6488—1975 Specification for cotton S.O. 2240 dated No. 1 

webbing for pe.sonal web equipment 1978-0S-05 Jan 1980 

(First Revision) 


34 . IS : 6638—1972 Specification for tractor- S.O. 770 dated No. 3 

mounted sp r ing-loaded cultivators 1975-03-08 Dec J979 

35. IS : 7056—1973 Specification for cotton S.O. 2939 dated No. 2 

huckaback towels 1975-09-06 Dec 1969 

36. IS : 7777—1975 Specification for Cotton S.O. 3351 dated No. 2 

webbing, rolled, edges 1978-11-25 Deo 1979 

37. IS : 8031—1976 Specification for slotted S.O. 3820 dated No. 1 

sections , 1979-11-24 Doc 1979 


38. IS : 8130—1976 Specification for cOn-' S.O, 99 dated No. 1 
ductors for insulatwl elochic cables and 1980-01-12 Jan 1980 
flexible coids 

39. IS : 8308—1976 Specification for com- S.O,419 dated No. 1 
prossion Type tubular in-line connnctnrs 1980-02-23 Feb 1980 
for aluminium conductors for insulated 

cables 


40. IS ; 8438—1977 Specification for moulds S.O. 618 dated 
for cast rosin ba sod st aight through joints 1960-03-15 
for cables for voltages up to and including 

1 100 volts 

41. IS : 8810—1978 Specification for rougine — 

for lacrimal SAC, Collet’s pattern 

42. IS : 8914—1978 Quality tolerances for — 

water for vitreous enamel industry 


No. 1 
Dec 1979 


No. 1 
Jan 1980 
No. 1 
Dec 1979 


Clauso 4.2 has teen amended 19EO-OI-31 

(i) Table 1 and 3 hrtve been amended 1980-01-21 

(ii) (page 7, clauses 7,1,7.1.1, 7.1.2 and 
7.2)—Substitute the following for the 
existing clauses : 

‘7.1 The sampling plan, number of 
test specimens and criteria for confor¬ 
mity shall be as given 7 and 8 of 
IS : 7777—1975*’ 

(iti) Foot notes with *+’ and ‘I’ marks 
have been substituted by a Dew one. 

Clause 5.1 has been emended 1979-12-31 

Table 1 has been substituted by a, now one 1979-12-31 

Table land2 have been amended 1979-12-31 

(i) Clause 2.1 has been subslituled by a 1979tl2-31 
now one 

(11) (Pago 5, clause 5.4, line 3)—Delete the 
words shall be given as even finish’. 

(iii) (page 9, clause 6.6.2.1, line 1)—Sub¬ 
stitute ‘shall’ for ‘will’. 

Tables 8 and 9 have teen amended. 1980-01-31 

(i) Clauses 1 and 3 have been substituted 1980-02-29 
by new ones 

(ii) (Page 1, Clause 4.1)—Delote and Jen- 
umber subsequent clauses accordingly. 

(iii) (Page 3, table 2)—Delete. 

(iv) Clauses 3 and 6 hav been amended. 

(v) Table 1 has been amended 

(Page 6, table 1, note)—Delete. 1979-12-31 


(Pape 1, clause 1, liue 1)—Substitute ’ ac- 1980-01-31 
runal’ for ‘corneal’. 

Table 1 has been attended 1979-12-31 


C'-Jp'os of thee amen 1 mints a-e avail."bio with the Indian Standards Institution, Manak Bhavan, 9 Bahadur Shah pr-fe.r Mf:p, 
New DeltiM 10002 and also from its branch offices at Ahmedabad, Bangalore, Bhopf], Bhutancshwrr, Br mbay, Calcutta. Cfcr r d r r f-, 
Hy.lc -abed, Jaipur, Kahpnr, Madms, pat nr. and Tiivapd t.m. 


[No. CMD/13 : 5] 
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fefefei', 15 PifeSTT, 198 2 

six'-' 2 06.--HTH.TfT infe fen Hi fee if ttvtbtvt srfit^Ffe fen nrrm ft ft; m ; 2 fe. 3 n fr fe fa few o?rref tr 
fetff ijf 7 Tm t- rw nrn 4 wV 5 4 3f%ht $ wfe gfeifaT ftm mr ft 1 wf 7 wife m srftforr ?[fe feitF 1932-02-01 ft 


•TFT f mr 1 






'PT ^HHTfH 

•To 

•TTfeW Wife 4f 
fen 


srfr srfe wire •T'tA' wiht ftr rnra 

4fa 2 5Tf felt 

fenfew 

TWITffe’Tr 

WTT 2 HPT 1 

'If Hi 6 ffefitT T 
97 4r fen 

7T5TT (2) *f 

TfiHt tfrt'Hf 
fhfe 

(0 ( 2 ) 

(2) 

(4) 

( 5 ) 

(«) 

( 7 ) 

(8) 

1 . 4tfeHfT (ferfffe) WWH 

^4 * 

IS ■ 561—1978 

Tfrrfr 

z* 

•To 3.00 

- - 

1 23 l 

1973-04-30 

1 9 75- J Ml 

2 . (fefefe) Tin 

ftnfefer ninr'fnf 

IS ' 562-1978 

ITW TTffel 

HH 

Ha 10.00 

— 

— r rf - - 

- • * T ' ■- 

3 . ■ftvtirm Fpf 

IS:564-1675 

TTTJffzry 

HT 

Ho 3.00 

33 2fi 

1963-07-17 


1962-07-28 

4 . fiiiz; fafe-for mnr 

V? 

IS. 565-1975 

OH iftfef 

HW 

^0 10.00 

11 7 

1963-02-01 

— - 

1961-02-09 

5 . tt.tti afnpfet (ftrfe) 
'rpnrfer wre 

IS 632-1978 

100 ftrr< 

Ho 20.00 

“ 

1331 

1975-04-03 

1 975-04-19 

e. friiir TniTfeT ?tr*s 

IS 613-1975 

1 00 for 7 

Ho 15 00 

1232 

1975-04-03 

-- 

1 9 7 5-04-1 9 

7 . '^arrrft^^ TiTPfiF.Tf? 

i$mW*T fferw 

IS ' 63 1-196 5 

100 ftrr 7 

Ho 15.00 


831 

1977-02-1 1 

1977-03-1 9 

8 EFfafe/ffer ThH T7PT 

IS . 1061-197-5 

wm ftfet 
ftr rr 

Ho 10 00 

1232 

1 97 5-04-01 

— - 


9. iftpr TIHHfefa TTTTJf 

IS 1307-1973 

100 ftrer 

Ho 15.00 

-- 

1231 

1975-04-03 

1 973-04-1 9 

1 0 . HftlfH, SJWT, |4 

IS 1308-1974 

fe 4 left 

37T 

Ho 5 00 

-- 

—HffF-- 


11 . ara TTmmiTrrf «jwn 

w4 

IS 1506-1977 

fefefer 

an 

Ho* 5.00 

685 

1976-01-21 


1976-02-1 4 

12. TT.HI fePTlWW 3TW 
f^nrjffeTT titow nns 

IS ■ 1 507-1977 

fe fefef 

Ho 10.00 

30 

1960-12-16 

" ”* 

1 0/6-01- 17 

13 ffeftfH nwifer 
'TF.T’fefHtTS' *rt»? fr 

4 4 feftTH 9414 

TS ’ 2358-1963 

1 00 

fVferirrpr 

ho 5.00 


133 1 

1975-04-01 

1 975-04-J 9 

14. JTfefeftn TWflrfPT TFff 

iS• 2567-1978 

100 fern 

Ho 15 .00 

1 232 

1975-04-0,1 

' “ 

— T?r-- 

15 ferftnfH ajfe =^4 

IS 2568-1978 


Ho 15.00 

—-V£T- 


--fer- 

1 6. wferftnrR fe far-few 
trt w4 

IS ■ 2569-1978 

TT*P iff 741 

CT 1 

(1) Ho 15.00 7^41 

1000 THffel ftr 

Pfe 

( 2 ) Ho 10.00 infer 

1001 fef 2000 
94 : fe fenrift ft: 
ffe 

(l) HO 2. 1)0 17 

200 fer 4 nrn 1 

4f soffewt H ffe 

3267 

1 967-09-01 


1967-09-16 

17 . TTTttn nnnfefa nn£ 

IS 2682-1968 

looftrsH 

"*> 0 15.00 

1233 

—■ 

1975-04-1# 


1 y75~04-J0 

1085~ tjT/82—-22l " ~ 
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(0 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

( s) 

(«) 

(?) 

(«) 

18. 


IS : 2381-1980 

1 0 0 fan/ t > 

n DO 

-- 

1231 

1 97 5-0 1-10 

10 75-03-19 

10 

•Ffr^-^ m* *j;*f 

TS 1 2801-1973 

/r /fai) 

15 On TCTf 

1332 

1 9 7 7-0 1-0} 

— 

--Tift — 

20, 

ffamtw ’fTrftnrnr, 
qmftfa ffra 

IS : 2865-1973 

100 fair ( 1 ) 

To 15. 00 TO'ff 
5110 WiTRI % 

592 

1979-09-3 1 


1 979-02-17 


fa/ 

( 2 ) to 10 00 wnftr 
soiftf & 1 soo 
fW «pf TTffWf $ 
fa/ 

I 3 ) To 2 . 0 0 

1 soiftf srN^ifa 
TTOf iff ’S^fTf 
fa/ 


oi ftfat ft n^fft ifiT ^ 

TTTT ftVfw 

IS ' 3282—190 5 

1 00 

faftwirr 

To 3 00 

1212 

1 97 5-04-03 

— 

1975-04-19 

22 . fafar, tt fVrftfrr yft 

IS 3899-1906 

"tt ftrjff 

To 10.00 

1719 

1968-05-01 

— 

1963-05-1 S 

23 . Tfrcm, ir^r fafftfa 5 ft 

IS:3901-1975 

H7T 

To 10 00 

— 

1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

2 a Ttirfftfttftf, 'wh>t m- 

(S : 1°0 \ .1975 

i oo Pitt 

To 10.00 




25 ftrwfn <fftr 

IS 3005-1966 

;i oo fane 

To 15.00 

4703 

1975-09-23 

-- 

1975-1 1-01 

j« farrorFfa, (jtr ijft 

IS ' 43 22 — 1 967 

ftfti ftVJTT 
T7 

To 5.00 

— 

1231 

1975-04-01 

1 97 5-04-19 

27 ftyrrr?ftT TPTftftpT TTfc 

IS' 4 323 ■]980 

i oo fan: 

(1) 7:o 15 00 Tffft 

500 ’/-rift-fr %■ 

* fa'/ 

( 2 ) To io.oo vifar 
i5oo wrm c 

fa/ 

( 3 ) To 2 00 

Frnpfr ^ fa/ 

1389 

1979-04-09 


19 79-0 4-21 

38 finTR Ter fTr-fftr-T ^ 

IS: 4768—1966 

r n; ftrrft 

25T 

To 10 00 

12 3 2 

1975-05-03 

— 

147 5-0 4-’ 9 

29 . ftfar ftpnrft t/ fa/t-T ’ 
TlfftH 'TCf'f 

IS.4/83-1988 

100 

PiTrtHTR 

To 10.00 

- -tsft- 

— 

—■ T 5>— 

3 0 . 9WfalR 'TfWftT TThr 

IS . 48984 1 96.1 

i oo pm. 

f?0 1 7 00 

■— 

4502 

1 976- 1 1-05 

1 976-1 1-2 J 

31. rTTOtfarfa, TRUfcffa 6m IS • 5277—1978 

ioo ftter 

(1) To 10 . OOTiTft 
500 TTT^I $ 
fa/, 

(2) To 5.00HvFft 

15 0 0 Trmf $ 
fa/, 

1 .3) TO 2 , 00 ft/ 

2 136 

1974-03-30 


1 974-09-31 

32- Tmt'ftfa, Tirftftfa our 

IS 5 2 7 9— 1 9 09 

1 (10 far 

To 15.00 

— 

4 50 1 

1 976-1 1-27 


1976-1 1-05 
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(0 (?) 

(3) 

(-0 

(5J 

(«) 

( 7 ) 

U) 

3 3. mi 

IS . 5281—1979 

i oof'T-r T 

( ij Ho 15.00 

500 Wi iff ^ firq 

( 2) T 10. OOUHfft 
1500 * 

fro, 

(3) Ho 2. 00HR 
wH-ff PtO 

592 

1079-01-31 


1 ) 7 9-02-17 

34. t Tm«j ^ «ri 
H fifolTWOT 

IS - 60 14—1978 

100 fazr 

Ho 10.00 

— 

K 1 6 

jyao-02-25 

1 030-0 1-15 

35. 'fTOBTpm VT *£WfnT «tf IS: 6177—1981 

loo^frcx 

\ 

( 1 ) H» 15.00 

100W5H1 V, 

ftR, 

(2) Ho 1 0.00 VTtft 
GOOXHt^aff T 

PTCJ 

1659 

1931-05-14 


.981-06-16 

36. ^awflT, 

IS ■ 6429—1972 

tprifterl 

Tf 

Ho 15. 00 

16 3 1 

1975-09-19 

— 

19/5-11-01 

37. qwfarffWn Sr am 

IS - 6438—1980 

irfTifrrft 

TT 

Ho 1 5 00 

— 

12.31 

197 5-04-03 

1975-04-19 

78. fcmwtH.qnmfrnnnr 

IS- 6439—1 978 

i oo sfrer 

H° 20 00 

947 

1975-03-18 

— 

1975-03-2 9 

39. wl'liw si'4 fanarora 
7TF2«[W 

IS: 7121—1973 

tnp TfVsrr 

TT 

(l) Ho lO.GOHgiT 
SOOSTTWf % 
iter, 

(2) Ho s OOHfHTr 
lOOOWW 4T 
Irq, 

( 7 ) HO 2 . 00 WT 
WTH7 * fHTrr 

2 9^9 

1 074-10-21 


19 74-1 1-0 a 

-JO. TTfft^Tlt^T, 

IS: 7122—1973 


( l) Ho 2 OOH^HTf 

SOOHHr^tfT 41 
frfIT 

( 2 ) Ho 1 00 H'lsft 

100 0 Wilt % 
Pro, 

( 3) if 0 0.50 wn 

2929 

1 97 4-10-; l 


197 1-11-0 9 

4i. Tftmqfcr, npnwta nts 

IS 7946—1976 

100 ITT': 

Ho 15 00 

f 


76 

197M2-27 

1978-01-1 4 

4 2. iUoPH-T, H"R 

IS: 7947—1976 

njH after 

TT 

Ho 10 00 

'283 0 

19 78-09-14 

-— 

1 97 8-09-30 

4 3. 4^TWWlFT, Wnfal fffr 

IS: 8028—1 976 

100 tftd< 

{ l) Ho 10 OuTiJifr 
soo.WHTt 9r 
fstaa, 

^ 2 j Ho 5. OOTTH'Tl 

1 500 STTCift 

(3l Ho 2. OOffa 
THreri^ Prr 


2610 

1977*08-02 

1 

1977-08-20 
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41 jftsfr IllElW UT<T H5PTOHT IS ■ 8074—1976 lOOtfrjT (l) 2 0 . 0 0 Tf^f 

TlftT 1 0 0 l^FTT’fi 47 

fair, 

( 2) So 10.00HTO 

goo t^n41r 

( 3) S° 2. 00 ita 

TOlWf fcffcrq 

45 t TW- fS:8259—1978 100*fan: 20 00 

hIt 

4 8 TPH'-T^f, !T 'TtsT IS'82«1—1970 1 0 0 ^fZX (l) So 15 00 TiT# 

5001(TrPTf^ 

f^, nY* 

( 2) So S.00 W 

- <?. 117 i El u 

47 . JfWmPW, WT fzlWir IS. 8446—1977 lOOfa’T (l) So 20 . 00 *{%M 

ini’T’if upt asoTTiwi % 

ftrcj, 

( 2 ) ’fo 10 . 00 srs-fr 
soo shroff fan* 
wVt 

( 3 ) 3 . 00 

% tTi 

48 . qftrrafa, fltl IS: 8487 —1 977 looker ( 1 ) Vo 10.00 trpT 

500 fPnqJ % 

91 El 14 , 

( 2 ) ■so 5.00 *rn?fr 
lSOoWWf % 
fm, 5lV 


1977 1980-0 7-26 

1 980-07-09 


1 523 

1 979-04-27 


1 979-05-1 2 

313 . 1978-02-04 

1 978-0 1-1 3 


3415 1980-12-1.3 

1 980-1 1-21 


3056 — 1978-10-21 

1978-09-29 ' 


(3) So 2.00 ?N 

Wi?rr % fatT 

49- 'TlWlflH !J?1* 15:8489 — 1977 ^Krzff (l) So 10.00 T?TSff 

500T^^{ff % 

Ept, 

( 2 ) Vo 3 00 fN 

50. i^TCR^^ ?tir iftw IS- 8497—1977 IOOPtstC (l) ^ IS.OOip' 

500 t Er<7 


23 52 — 1978-0 8- 1 9 

1978-07 31 


G 2 1 1 98 1-02 21 

1981-01-27 


(2) So lO.OOifWf 

1500 %■ 

( 3 ) so 2 . 00 

srrw $ Ero; 


51. STlTnTq^llEW 71^^10 

IS : 8944—1078 

loofah 

So 20 00 

1391 

1 979-04-2 8 

siff 

* 



1 9 7-9-0 4-1 1 


62. Hfy^SOiTlT, TTSERP1 7TT5 

IS 8955 — 1978 

100 

So 20.00 

~ 


5 3. .'3 07niEH, TUOTTm' 

IS: 8959— 1978 

1 00 WtTS 

So 15.00 

3415 

1 980-12-13 





1 93 9- 1 1-31 


54. fiWTVT forfaOiS IS' 8960—1978 


So 3.00 

2461 

1 98 1-0 J-19 





1 131-0 1- 1 9 


55 . ^vwfrc, TtSTims mu 

IS . 9356—1980 

100 

So 1 5 . Oil 




[Po JTlo Tjfo ffto/u : 10] 
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wri! Jfir vi'sjw: tTT 1, I98:t'fa' 11, inna 


New Delhi, the 15 December, 1982 

S.O. 205.—The Tidi .11 Standards Institution, hereby, notifies that the marking J'ecs pertaining to various products referred to in Cob 
2 and I of the following Schedule have been lcvLed as mentioned m Col. 4 and 5 thereof. The revised rate of marking fees shall come 


into force with effect from 1982-02-01 : 


SCHEDULE 




SI. Product 

No. 

IS : No. 

Unit 

Marking Fee per Unit 

Reference to Govt, of India Gazette 
Notification Part-H, Section-3, 

Sub-section (ii) 

Supersced Partially Date of 

S.O. No. Modified Issue 

S.O. No. 

(1) (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

1. BHC (HCH) dusting 
powders. 

IS : 561—4978 

One Tonne 

R c . 3.00 

— 

1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

2. BHC (HCH) water dis¬ 
persible powder concen¬ 
trates. 

IS ' 562—197K 

One Tonne 

Rs. 10 00 


1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

3. DDT dusting powders 

IS : 564—1975 

One Tonne 

Rs. 3 00 

2326 

1962-07-17 

— 

1962-07-28 

4. DDT water dispctsiblc 
powder concentrates, 

IS': 565—1975 

One Tonne 

Rs. 10. Of) 

417 

1963-02-01 


1963-02-09 

5. Gamma BHC (indaue) 
EC. 

IS : 632—1978 

100 Lilies 

Rs. 20.00 


1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

'6. DDT emuisiliable con¬ 
centrates 

IS : 633—1975 

100 Lities 

Rs. 15.00 

1232 

1975-04-03 

— 

1975-04-19 

7. Ethylene dichlortdc- 
carbon tetrachloride 

IS ; 634 -1965 

100 Litres 

Rs, 15.00 

— 

831 

1977-02-24 

1977-03-19 

mixture. 

8. Disinfectant fluids 

IS : 1061—1975 

One Kilo¬ 
litre 

Rs. 10.00 

1232 

1975-04-03 

— 

1975-04-19 

9. Aldriu EC 

IS ; 1307—1971 

100 Litres 

Rs. 15.00 

— 

1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

10. Aldrin, DP 

IS : 1308—1974 

One Tonne 

Rs. 5,00 

— 

-do- 

-do- 

11. Copper oxychloride, DP 

IS : 1506—1977 

One Tonne 

Rs. 5.00 

685 

1976-01-21 

— 

1976-02-14 

12. Copper oxychloride, 
WDPC 

IS : 1507—1977 

One Tonne 

Rs. 10.00 

30 

1960-12-26 

— 

-1961-01-07 

13. Formulation based on 
stabilized rnethoxy ethyl- 
mercury chloride conccn- 

IS : 2358—1963 

100 kg 

Rs. 5.00 


1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

trates. 

14. Malathion, EC 

IS : 2567—1978 

100 Litre 

Rs. 15.00 

1232 

1975-04-03 

- 

-do- 

15. Malathion, DP 

IS ; 2568^1978 

One Tonne 

Rs. 15.00 

-do- 


-do- 

16. Malathion, WDPC 

IS : 2569—1978 

One Tonne 

(i) Rs. 15.00 per unit for the 
first 1000 units 

(ii) Rs. 10.00 per unit for the 
1001st to 2000 units; and 

(iii) Rs. 2.00 per pnit for the 
2001st unit and above. 

3267 

1967-09-01 


1967-09-16 

17. Chloradanc, EC 

IS : 2682—1966 

100 Litres 

Rs. 15.00 

1232 

1975-04-03 

— 

1975-04-19 

18, Diazinon, EC 

IS : 2861—1980 

100 Litres 

Rs, 15.00 

— 

1231 

1975-04-03 

-do- 

19, Chloradanc, DP 

IS : 2864—1973 

Ono Tonno 

Rs. 15.00 

1232 

— 

-do- 


20. Methyl paralhion, EC 


1075-04-03 

IS : 2965—1978 100 Litres (i) Rs. 15.00 per unit for the 592 

first 500 units; 1979-01-31 

(ii) Rs. 10,00 per unit for the 
501st to 1400 units; 

(iii) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 
1501st unit and above, 


1979-02-17 
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(1) " (2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

21. Organo mercurial dry 
seed-dressing formula¬ 
tions. ' 

IS . 3284—1965 

100 kg 

Rs. 3 00 

1232 

1975-04-03 

- 

1975-04-19 

22. Ziucb water disporsible 
powder. 

IS : 3899—1966 

One tonne 

Rs 10.00 

. 1718 
1968-05-01 

-* 

1968-05-18 

23. Ziram, water dispersible 
powder. 

IS : 390F -1915 

One Tonne 

Rs. 10.00 ■ 

— 

1231 

1975-01-03 

1975-04-19 

24. Dimethoate, 12C 

IS : 3903—1975 

100 Litres 

Rs. 10.00 

- 

-do- 

-do- 

25. Thiometoji, EC 

IS : 3905—1966 

100 Litres 

Rs. 15 00 

4702 

1975-09-03 

■— 

1975-11-01 

26. Endosulfan, DP 

IS : 4322—1967 

One tonne 

Rs. 5 00 


1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

27. Endosulfan, EC 

IS : 4323—1980 

100 Litre, 

(i) Rs. 15.00 per unit for the 
first 500 units; 

(n) Rs. 10.00 per unit ror the 
■50 1st to 1500 units; and 
(in) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 
150 1st unit and above. 

1389 

1979-04-09 


1979-04-21 

28. Thiram water dispersible 
powder, 

IS : 4766—1968 

One Tonne 

Rs, 10,00 

1232 

1975-04-03 

-> 

1975-04-19 

29. Thiram seed dressing 
lormulations, 

IS : 4783 -1968 

100 kg 

Rs. 10.00 

-do- 

— 

-do- 

30. Pyrelhrum, EC 

IS : 4808 — 1968 

J00 Litres 

Rs. 15.00 

— 

4502 

1976-11-05 

1976-11-27 

31. Dichlorovos, EC 

1 

IS : 5277- -1978 

100 Litres 

(i) Rs. 10.00 per unit for the 
first 500 units; 

(ii) Rs. 5.00 per unit for the 
501 st to 1500 units; and 

(iii) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 
150Ht unit and above. 

2436 

1975-08-30 


1974-09-21 

32. Dicofol, EC 

IS ; 5279-1969 

100 Litres 

Rs. 15.00 

— 

4503 

1976-11-05 

1976-11-27 

33. Fenilrothion, EC 

IS : 5281—1979 

100 Litres 

(i) Rs. 15.00 per unit lor the 
first 500 units; 

(ii) Rs. 10.00 per unit for the 
501st to 1500 units; and 

(iii) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 
1501st unit and above. 

592 

1979-01-31 


1979-02-17 

34. Emulsiflablc larvicidal 
oil, pyrethrum based. 

IS : 6014-1978 

100, Litres 

Rs. 10.00 

—“ 

616 

1980-02-25 

1980-03-15 

35. Pliosphamidon water 

soluble concentrates, 

IS : 6177—1981 

100 Litres 

(i) Rs. 15.00 per unit for the 
first 100 units; 

(ii) Rs. 10.00 per unit for the 
101st unit to 600 units; and 

(iii) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 
601st unit and above. 

1659 

1981-05-14 


1981-06-06 

36. Heptachlor, DP. 

IS : 6429-1972 

One Tonne 

Rs. 15.00 

4694 

1975-09-19 


1975-11-01 

37. Aluminium phosphate 
tablet formulation. 

IS : 6438—1980 

One Tonne 

Rs. 15.00 

— 

1231 

1975-04-03 

1975-04-19 

38. Heptachlor, EC 

IS : 6439—1978 

100 Litre 

Rs, 20.00 

953 

1975-03-18 

— 

1975-03-29 

39. Carbary!, WDPC 

IS : 7121—1973 

One Tonne 

(i) Rs. 10.00 per unit for the 
first 500 units; 

(ri) Rs. 5.00 per unit for the 
50 1st to 1000 units; and 
(iii) 11s. 2.00 per unit for the 
100 1st unit and above. 

2929 

1974-10-21 


1974-11-09 

40. Carbary 1, DP 

IS : 122—1973 

One Tonne 

(i) Rs. 2.00 per unit foi the 
first 5000 units; 

(ii) Rs. 1.00 per unit for the 

5001 st to 1000 units ; and 

(iii) Rs,'50 Pf.isr per unit for 
the 1001st unit and above 

2929 

1974-10-21 


1974-11-09 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

41 

Toxa phono, EC 

Ifi : 7946- 1976 

100 Litirs 

Re 15 00 

— 

76 

1977-12-27 

1978-01-14 

42. 

Toxaphone, DP 

IS . 7947-1976 

One Tr upe 

]C 10 00 

2880 

1978-09-14 

— 

1978-09-30 

V 

43 

Quinolphos, FC 

IS . 8078— 1976 

100 Elites 

( 1 ) Rs. 10,00 pci 1 nit fvi the 

- 

2610 

1987-08-70 





first 500 units; 








(it’) Rs. 5.00 per unit for the 


1977-08 02 






501 st to 1500 units; and 








(iii) Rs. 2.00 poi unit foi the 








1501st unit and above 




44. 

MOU'Xn’CUOphos water 

IS : 8074—1976 

100 I itrnrs 

(i) Rs 20.00 pei unit foi the 

1997 



soluble concentra'cs 



fiist 100 units; 


1980-07- 09 

1980-07-26' 





(ii) Rs. 10 00 per unit for the 







10, st to 600 units; and 








(iii) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 








601 st unit a nd above 




45. 

OsyJeinefoD-melhy], EC 

IS :Re 59- 1976 

1001 if es 

Rs. 20.00 

1523 

1979-04-27 

— 

1979-05-12 

46 

Phenthoate, EC 

IS : 8291 — 1976 

100 Lilies 

( 1 ) Rs. 15 00 per unit for the 

— 

313 

1978-07-04 





fiist 500units; and 


1978-01-13 






(ii) Rs. 5.00 per unit fer the 








501st uni, end above 




' 47- 

CVbi tuiHzitn. \VDPC 

IS : 8446-1977 

100 kg 

(i) Rs. 70.00 per unit foi the 

-- 

3421 5 

1980 12-13 





fiist 250 units; 


1980-11-21 






(ii j Rs. 10.00 per unit for the 
2Jlstunitto 500uni(s;and 
(iii) Rs 3.00 per unit for the 








501st unit and above 




48. 

Ph while, EC 

IS : 8487 -1977 

100 Lit'e< 

(i) Rs. 10 00 per unit for the 

3056 

_ _ 

1978-10-'1 





fust 500 units; 

(ii) Rs. 5.00 per unit for the 

1978-09-29 







501 st to 1500 units; and 








(iii) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 








1501st unit and above 




49 

Ph'sabne DP 

IS : 8489—1977 

One Tonne 

(i) Rs. 10 00 per unit fur the 

2352 

_ 

• 978-08-19 





first 500 units; and 

1978-07-31 






(ii) Rs 3.00 per unit foi the 








501 st unit and ahrve 




50. 

Paiaquat dichlonile self 

IS : 8497- 1977 

100 Lines 

(i) Rs. 14.00 pci iiril fo, the 


621 

1981 02-71 


aqueous solution 



fii st 500 units; 


1981-01 rj 





(ii) Rs. 10.00 pei unit for the 








501 st to 1500 un i ts; and 








(iii) Rs. 2.00 per unit for the 








1 501st unit and above 




51. 

Chlo- py.ifoi, EC 

TS : 8944 1978 

100 I ities 

Rs. 20 00 

1391 

1979-04-11 

- 

1979-04-'* 

47 

Edifcnphov, EC 

IS : 8955 i97S 

100 Lifies 

Rs. 20 00 



\ 

53. 

Flucblo.olin, EC 

IS: 8959 1978 

100 Lit'Cv 

Rs 15 00 

— 

3415 

1980-11-21 

1980-17-1? 

* 54. 

Methyl p.pathion, DP 

IS : 8960—1978 

One Tonr.c 

Rs. 3.00 

— 

* 461 

1981-08-19 

i 981-09-19 

55. 

BietJkhtor, EC 

IS : 9756 '-1980 

100 Lit.c' 

Rs. 15.00 





[No. CMD/13 : 10] 
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HOT 

TTHT1 




90 TOTT 


srft wr^ ^ ttt t -t, , 2 <sx j utptfs (n) j? cri^ 4\ 

■st hitt *r l «pi tktt faEr 


SfWTRT "To ^TitiJr^ ^frftTT 3|TE <FT 

?rr rpro stTj EtEt 

Wl 


(0 (2) 


U) (*) 


( s ) 


( 6 ) 


( 7 ) 


(«) 


( 9 ) 


1 tTojffoTTjTo IS 398 (fTi 2 ) 


W° % Ep 
TWRT Tl H5> 
hi^ tot 


1976 


2 fBt TfT HHtfH IS 1 165 1975 


i 71 !: jfrrA 

TT 


t«t ifr^Tf 
ITT 


h° 4 oo TT^rr 


1 125 1 979 - 01-22 

1978 - 04-04 


1 9 B 1 10-16 


( l) *» L2 00 312 

7^1 500 1983-01-21 

srinot * Er 7 

(2) lio 8 00 
W<ITr 500 

TPiTTl % Er > 7 
(j) r° 5 00 

wryh t 
Er 17 


1961 - 02-02 1981 - 11-01 


3 ttoE* |«r IS 1166-1973 litfiffjn 


(1) 12 0O 9T=Tl 2724 

5 00 PTTSTt 1963-09-1. 

W ET‘ t 

(2) m 8 OOWf 
500 ?Ti^H 

T Er 7 

( 3 ) l!° 5 OotH 

rrwn ¥ Er 7 


1963-09 2 1 1 98 1 1 1-01 


4 ftnr o ^ Er 7 IS 1547-1969 nfifisn 

^4 ZH 


( 1) T ' 12 00 
<Tpff 5 00 
STfSHt '6 Ep 

(2) Ho 8 00 

WPTi 500 TTf- 

Tot % Ep 

( 3 ) n° 5 oo®N 
^TiiTr % Ep 


311 

1 963 - 01-2 1 


1963 - 02-02 1931-1 1-0 1 


5 5fiTT IS 1 69 5-1 974 r o Q 40 TOt 257J 

jjut ffT frsfErriT 1974 - 09-23 


1974-1025 1981-1016 


0 1 JTET TtTf IS 1695-1 97 1 "HT fV=TT Ho 0 to *TOr 
rrrio Tfr ope 5rm 

HTTO 


-Hi? —- 






7 PPN UlW IS 1696-1974 i 7 ^ Ho 0 10 *T 4 r 

EitEttt 


HSf 


Hifr 




8 wrny Ettvt, IS 1697-1171 "p 0 10 *pti 

are t"? rrTRTiH 


1 


258 t 

1974-002 3 


W 
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17f 


(l) (2) (3) 

(*) 

(s) 

(6) 

(7) 

--k — -1-— 

(«) 

(9) 

9- tffrrft vmfar IS: 1698-1974] 
Ami St 

IV 

fvsfhrm 

To 0. 40 TT*ft 

t# 

— 


nfr 

i o Thai 4 IS : 2 ssa-i 974 

dv fctfranr To o. 40 mft 

nwf 

__ 


mff 


ii. snrtrtar ' IS: 2802 -i 964 

100 fort; 

(1) To 5 '. 00 

1000 

TTTTtf % fat* 

(2) To 2,00 

wntfr 1000 
Tsu^rfi % fno 

(3) To 1 SO 

sin TTrrrff % 

% fmc 

122 

1968-12-27 


1969-01-11 

1981-11-01 

12. HfWTtdTX’T IS: 2923-1974 

error ihr 

1 

fwhrrn 

To 0,40 ?nft ] 

2583 

1974-09-23 

— 

1974-10-05 

1981*10-16 

13. WVT rTW t IS. 2924-1974 

WW^T 

tf4t jfhrfr 

an 

To 0 . 40 infr 

— 

— 


ntfr 

14 . %^rsfr <rc: IS . 3975-1979 

<TV nVd 

To 2. so mft 

— 

2241 

1978-07-19 

1978-08-05 

1981-01-16 

% ftn Twin 
% mr 
<rf£irt sfrt 
in 

15 IS . 6408-1-077 

rffiolfrorTK" 

tnp 

0 0.40 mft 

-- 

3168 

1*80-10-24 

1980-11-1* 

1981-10-16 

TTTO St 

16- flirt IS; 6747-1981 

TTafttf 

fVnhrnr 

(1) T* 0.10 j 
50000 T*nnf 

far* 

( 2 ) To 0.75 
150000 TVUifl 

* ism 

( 3 ) T» 0 . so 
TVTTtf* fat* 


4391 

1976-10-27 

1976-11-20 

1981-10-01 

17. tflTT* IS: 7347-1974 

fwfl WT : 

•ff 

vrfvrfrerTnn 

rrv <rn 

(l) 1.00 
10000TVm<ff 
% fat* 

( 2 ) T» 0. 50 
fin TVirdt 

% fa<* 

2452 

1975-07-07 


1975-08-02 

1981-11-16 


[tf° tpr» xt*l 13: lo] 

<T» 'ft* TT-iff sm n^ififarir 

S.o. 207.— The Indian Standards Institution, her f bv, notifies ihat the marking fees pertaining to various products referred 
40 in Col, 2 and 3 of the following Schedule have been revised as mentioned in Col 4 and 5 thereof. The revised rate of marking fees 
shall come into force with effect from the dates shown against each : 

1085 GI/82—23. 





178 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : JANUARY I, 19S3/FAUSA 11, 1904 [Part II— Sec. 3(H)] 






SCHEDULE 

* 


si. 

No. 

P OUUCt 

IS : No. 

Unit 

Marking Pee per Unit 

Reference to Govt, of India Gazette 
Notification-Pf-i t-II, Sfctlcn-3, Sub- 

Date *. f 
Effect 


Section (ii) 


Superseded Pai tir.lly Date of 

S O. No. modified Issue 

S.O. No. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

• 7 

8 

9 


1. Steel core v\ ire for 
ACSR 

IS : 398 (Part 

II)-1976 

One Tonne 

Rs. 4.00 A]1 — 1125 

1978-04-04 

1978-04-22 

1981-10-16 

2. Milk powJor 

IS : 1165—1975 

One Tonne 

(i) Rs. 12.00 First 312 

500 1963-01-21 

(ii) Rs. 8.00 Next 500 

(iii) Rs 5.00 Remaining 


1963-02-02 

19(1-11-01 

3 Condensed milk 

IS : 1166-1973 

One Tonne 

0) Rs. 12.00 Fi.st 2724 

500 - 1963-09-12 

(ti) Rs. 8.00 Next 500 
(iii) Rs, 5.00 Remaining 


1963-09-21 

1 

1981-11 01 

4 Infant milk foods 

IS : 1547-1968 

One Tonne 

(i) Rs. 12.00 Fiist 311 

500 1963 01-21 

(ii) Rs. 8.00 Next 500 

(iii) Rs. 5.00 Remaining 


1963-02-02 

1981-11-01 

5. Tart azine, food 

B’ftde 

IS : 1694—1974 

One kg 

Rs. 0.40 All 2579 

1974-09-23 

— 

1974-10-2 5 

1981-10-16 

6. Sunset yellow, FCP, 

IS : 1695-1974 

One kg 

Rs. 0.40 All -do- 

— 

1974-10-25 

1981-1016 

food g. ade 

7. Amoinath, food grade IS : 1696—1974 

• pne kg 

Rs. 0.40 All * -do- 

— 

1974-10-25 

198.1-10-16 

8. Erythrosine, food 
g'ado 

IS : 1697—1974 

One kg 

Rs. 0.40 All 2583 

1974 09-23 


1974-10-25 

1981-10-16 

9. Indigo carmine, 
food grade 

IS : 1698-1974 

One kg 

Rs. 0.40 All -do- 

— 

1974-10-25 

1981-10-16 

10. poncoou 4 R, food . 

IS : 2558—1974 

One kg. 

Rs. 0 40 All -do- 

— 

1974-10-5 

198110 16 

grade. 

11. Ice-cream 

IS : 2802—1964 

100 Litres 

(i) Rs. 5.00 First 122. 

1000 1968-12-27 

(ii) R$. 2,00 Next 

1000 

(iii)- Rs. 1.50 Remaining 


1969 01-11 

19.81-11-01 

12. Carmoisine, food 
g; ade 

IS ; 2923-1974 

One kg 

Rs. 0.40 All 2583 

1974-09-23 

— 

1974-10-05 

1981-10-16 

13. Fast red E, food 

IS : 2924-1974 

One kg 

Rs. 0.40 All -do- 

— 

1974-10-05 

19B1-10-16 

o ade 

14. Mild stool wi.es. 
strips and tapps for 
armouring of cables 

IS ; 3975—1979 

One Tonne 

Rs. 2.50 All 

2241 

1978-07-19 

1978-08-05 

1981-10-16 

15. Brilliant blue, F'CF, 
food grade 

IS : 6406—1977 

One kg 

R.. 0.40 All — 

3168 

1980-10-24 

1980-11-15 

1981-10-16 

16. Chewing gum and 
bubble gum 

IS : 6747-1981 

One kji 

(if R- 0.10 Fust — 

50000 

(ii) Rs. 0.75 noxt 

150000 

(iii) Rs. 0.05 Remaining 

4391 

1976-10-27 

1976-11-.0 

19S1-.0 01 

IT. perfo mtnceofsmtll 
size spa-k 

IS : 7347—1974 

One Engine 

(i) Rs. 1.00 First 2452 

10000 1925-07-07 

(ii) Rs. 0.50 Remaining 


1975-08-0- 

i9Fl-n-Cl 


[No. CMD/13 : 10] 
A,P. BANERJEE, Additional Di ector General 
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KHf ’WOT 

(q?)man from) 

JvSfcpjfr, 6fotTOT, 1982 

tptoWo 2 0 8.—-TO: 3TTOT TO TO TO7(T 

TO'TT I fsp TOTO? cf if TO TTTTOTO $ fa TOTOTiT TTTO if 
farroR it TO zx irtR fppTRr to* TfjfTOm qfv^ 
sjr fTO? qrlTOr^T Cm tot uri/fTO to srrrFr st t t 
fsfsrt 'ttTO NTf^t; 

zftT zpx: TO TOTO 5TO % fa <YTO mTOfr TO f?3H 
% toYto Y PTO rr^qT^r to^TO it gfad ^ it 
sTOft to TOeitot TO%a YrTOTO £; 

to: to ^TfTOm TOt Nfror qrtr'TTfT (TOY Y 
giwYT qr trftmT to TOfa) TOsrfaTtr, 1962 (1962 
%T 50 ) "PmITT 3 TO zmxx ( l) JTTT XJZT-Z DTfTOTO 
%TT TON T-TO grr TOkTO *TTTO< Y TO*T toTO-T TO 
jrfkspn: TOto TTO to tort totot qzzzrxr TOTtf 
fronl ; 

fa : 3 TO TO* TOfar, to *jfar 

% »fY% qTtrorfT ftW "P fTO W ^Pt 
srrfuroro, d«rr sMffa'F Yrr wTOr, PwH vY< 
’Tmn, TOTJTT TO*, TON a 9 TO TO *fa- 
^TOt TO tttTOw % 21 fart -p TOr- r *pt ’fafiT; 

<T>T tnYfa TtTO TT-n ZT TOfTO fW^Ff: 

*fr ton vfar fa tot to? % fa ‘JrTO 
TjTOTf sirfTOTO TO YT P*^ P^ vT TO^TfaV TO m'R^T 1 

faTtfTOT Y TO TO ft; ton fm wnt^h Ptoft Y Pto 


yTTO : 

fTOT : TOTO’JTT 

cTT^ni: 


tlTO 

^TTOT 

Vj TTR 

i 

3TO- 

*TT 

qW’Trft 


0 

00 

75 


211 

0 

35 

85 


209 

0 

27 

75 


248 

0 

11 

70 



0 

04 

20 


219 


14 

25 


222 

0 

09 

60 


220 

0 

29 

55 


221 

0 

1-3 

20 


TO#f^ 

0 

00 

60 


[30 TO-1201 6/62/82-TOoJ 


MINISTRY OF ENERGY 
(Department of Petroleum) 

New Delhi, the 6th December, 1982 

S.O. 208,—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the transport 
of petroleum from Viramgam to CTF KALOL in Gujarat 
State pipeline should be lawl by the Oil & Natural Gas Com¬ 
mission; 

And whereas it apears that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the 
Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government 
hereby declare* its intention to acouire the right of user 
therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil ft Natural Gas. Commission, Construction ft 
Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Vadodara, 
(390 009); 

And eveiy person making such an objection shall alio 
slate specifically whether he wishes to be hear in person or 
by • a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 


Pipeline 

from Viramgam to 

CTF 

Kalol 

State : Gujarat 

Dish ict : Mehsana 

Taluko ; 

JCadl 

Village 

Survey No. 

Hec- 

Arc 

• On- 



taio 


tiaro 

Vfilave.di 

Cart Track 

0 

00 

75 


211 

0 

35 

85 


209 

0 

27 

75 


248 

0 

11 

70 


Cart Track 

0 

04 

20 


219 

0 

14 

25 


222 

0 

09 

60 


220 

0 

29 

55 


221 

0 

13 

20 


Cart Track 

0 

00 

60 


(’[No. O-12016/62/82-Prod. 


*To WT° 209 -—TO: TOTOtTSTTOT TOfa 

jfPTT t fa 'YEEfTO iTTO 5TTTOTO % f* TOPTO TOq t* 
fTOTOm % TU ZX TO; uNN. TO YjtfYTO % qfTOf? 
$ f^q qrfTOTf'T fh=T TOT TOfffTT tffT TOT>T 3TTT fTOlf 

oror ^rf^: ; 

m. TO TOTO ?TOt tOPffrfr HifrTr ^ fTOsr^ 
TOTTO % fTO TOTOTTO to/jTO it trfro ^ it 
TO ITfQ'TOT TTmTT ‘ET'TT ^TlNKTO I; 

tqq; m srfTOr qiro^TO-T («jfir it 

'grpfN % srfarot: to TOfsrfNrnr, 1962 (1992 
spT 50) ^tTOTT 3 TO TOUTO (l) UTTO SFffcT TOTOtft 
q!T TOFT *rer JV TOsTOFTTOT ^ wi toYft m *rfTO 
vrt 'TTfTO «PTO q-T VTTO TTOT tifflpT fym 

^ ; 
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% qrf* mfw firw) t ta^ wrefw wot *rfa- 
vrft, fa mi srribffa fa wrfar, wYt famw 

OTTW, WT 5 TT tYt, fakTT -9 HA fanjWTr T) 

mte r w 2 i for) v fan: hr wfar i 

vYr (fwr sttot hr) mm $r mfww firftTfw«rm 
wt hww ht'rit fn wr ^ ^ m$wr £f% wfar 
wwwrf mffaRr ?)trr ffaY fata mwwprY h) wrfa i 

"W^l 

wfaitafao fata fr fawrrw wr sTfr wrfa 


TRW—tJRTTW 

firwMr^farr 


far 

rtf wo 

$H£T WR #faR 

tW5«T 

41 

0 28 20 


[Wo 

0-12016/6 3/82-*)°] 


S.O. 209 .—Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that it k necessary is the public interest that for the transport 
of petroleum from Viramgam to CTF KALOL in Gujarat 
State pipeline should be laid by the Oil & Natural Gan Com¬ 
mission ; 

And whereas It appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User In the Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declare# 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 day* from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority. CM1 & Natural Qua Commission, Construction & 
Maintenance Division, Vfskarpur* Road, Vadodara (390 009.) 

And every person malting such an objection shall also state 
Specifically whether be wishes to be hear in person or by a 
legal practitioner. 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from Vlrmagam to CTF Kalcl 
State : Gujarat District ; Mehsana Taluks : Kadi 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Are 

Cen 1 

tlarc 

Ishwarpura 

41 

0 

28 

20 


[No. O-l 2016/63/S2-Proa,J 


wr° trr© 2 io.——ww fafta wttr gr> 

fata fan t fit wtafipr *f w? wr'mr $ fa wnmr ’ 

trw if flropOT ) rfYeffa niwta w* % 1 

qifrwrfw fa rr«rr Jraffa fa mfar 

irt ffarf faff i 


wYt m w? fata farr | fa wrfwf nft 
firm) % fataw % taw q?r^Tr^ wwfar if farw 
tjfa ) wfata ww wfa?K wfirr hrwt wiwr-f $ i 

mr: *nr ^Yfmnr wk Try r myr (<jf) if 

WOTfa % wftRR HT faw) WfafTOT, 1962 ( 1962 
HT 50) h) WRT 3 h) WTONT (ll) IRT 9RRT 

wfwff ww *far wtfr ) mfif 

wfata ht wffaR wfmr hr) m to writ it^- 
^trt fafa fawr fa 

fa wm wf) if f^mnr vff fata, mr 
’tfa % tfa fata wrrr firm) % ffa wot 
srrftWRf,' fa ott qryffPF fa wrfar, ffak iAt 
fawra spot, tR, fakrr-9 wf iw wf«r- 

qff frpfa % 21 ffaf % WfcR HR faiTT | 

wYt ^wt ^rwr wntr fafafwfrr 

tfi- ^ipr qs^rrr H®rr $ fin wfalr 

wrfirerro ?Y ht fiFfft fifa wjottwIt hA wrfw i 

''mti 

(fio^eq<5o fata ft firuTOT fFb TOTOTgT 

ffata % tan 


tr«r : firm : w?wrm m^r-faf 


far 

faw° 

fair 

mr fatar 

firwDFPjrr 

46 

0 

07 

80 


47 

0 

01 

80 


45 

0 

24 

90 


42 

0 

10 

95 


41 

0 

07 

80 


40 

0 

07 

60 


38 

0 

09 

00 


39 

0 

00 

60 


25 

0 

04 

05 


27 

0 

24 

75 


32 

0 

02 

00 


28 

0 

04 

00 


29 

0 

08 

25 


30 

0 

20 

25 


19 

0 

09 

45 
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S.O. 210,—Whereas it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that k is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of petroleum from Viramgam to CTF KALOL 
in Gujarat State pipeline should be laid bv the Oil & Natural 
Gas Commission; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto : 
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Now, therefore, In exercise of the power* conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mineral* 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil & Natural Gaa Commission, Construction & 
Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Vadodara (390 009.) 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be hear in person or 
by a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from Viramgam to CTF Kalol 


State : Gujarat District ; Mehsana Taluka : Kadi 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Are 

Cen- 

tiare 

Vinayakpura 

46 

0 

07 

80 


47 

0 

01 

80 


45 

0 

24 

90 


42 

0 

10 

95 


41 

0 

07 

80 


40 

0 

07 

50 


38 

0 

09 

00 


39 

0 

00 

60 


25 

0 

04 

05 


27 

0 

24 

75 


32 

0 

02 

00 


28 

0 

04 

00 


29 

0 

08 

25 


30 

0 

20 

25 


19 

0 

09 

45 
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WT° 211 :—•ti'tffT ttX't'l <. Ipt Mnid 

wtafsfr if ^ wi-shfr; $ fa ttw 

Jj 1 pr;fo»frot(QtTRo 

tw rprtfkrtpT % msHWlri (to owt 

srrfffnn fa wrfar irt frotf ^ 1 % 1 

*fR r? Rffar ^terr $ fa faV *rr$ff «Ft 
faufa ^ srfaFT % faq 1 sfatr 

sqfir R tpr wfarR: wfartr w i< r w y $ 1 

wit; wf wffa (»jf*r *r 

TTfal % TT wfa) WfafRWR, 1962 ( 1962 

*PT 50) Vt OTCT 3 3TORT (11) ffRT Jflm 

nrftfai *r Jnrt*r jit *r*fr ?r tt- 
tfrtr *ft wfffTR: wfarcr *pt ttfit wrut 
RtfrfT Mr % 1 

WWpf fa Wfa it ffSW* WTf ijfiT 

% RT^T Sfr^T fflTSlfa $ f*TO[ WT^T W STTfETmt, 
(fa fTWT fa WTRtW, ffafa Tfh; ^9T*fRT *Twm, 


mrrjrr fur, q <K<r -9 qrt ^rr wfarfw qfr 
21 fan % fart mx *t%rt 1 

sffa WI$T X>X% WT^TT s^faf fafafaRtTT 
R? *ft fa WT I fa 

sqfFFW qr fast faftf sq-^q-rtfr Tr *rpfa i 

WJHWt 

crq-o % 0tr o t^rfo % ^olfro^flro tptT RrojtotCbe 
cPF w vTRE* fa^fa % I 
Tn*T:*rTOfr f^?rr: wfiPTmtT dT^nfaoniTR 


far ?r€tWT 


STiFRRRT 280/1 

0 

05 

40 

280/2 

0 

10 

20 

264/1 

0 

18 

60 

264/2 

0 

13 

80 

265 

0 

09 

60 

269 

0 

05 

04 

268/3 

0 

06 

84 

288/1 

0 

05 

28 

249 

0 

20 

28 

2S0/1 

0 

17 

40 
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S.O. 211.—Whereas it appears to the Central Govern* 
ment that Jt Is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of petroleum from NKAM to GGS Cum CTF 
Kadi in Gujarat State pipeline should be laid by the Oil 
4 Natural Gas Commission; 

And Whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user 
in the land described in the schedule annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore. In exorcise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of -Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Laud) Act, 
1962 (50 (If 1962), the Central Government herey declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil 4 Natural Gas Commission, Construction * 
Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Vadodara (390009.) 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be hear in person or 
by a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 


Pipeline D.S. NKAM to GGS-Cum-CTF Kadi 
State : Gujarat District : Ahmedabad Taluka : Viramgam 

Village Survey No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Are 

Cen- 

tiaro 

Balt as an 280/1 

0 

05 

40 

280/2 

0 

10 

20 

264/1 

0 

18 

60 

264/2 

0 

13 

80 

265 

0 

09 

60 

269 

0 

05 

04 

268/3 

0 

06 

84 

268/1 

0 

05 

28 

249 

0 

20 

28 

250/1 

0 

17 

40 


[No. 0-12016/64/82-Prod. 
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212 TOT: Wf TO'FR JfE IT? 

?TcTT | fsp EEfif^TT E TOT WITOTO | Efi 1JTOTOT 

7.TTO Sr Ertotpt Sr totEt tot EjtEwr % 

qfTO^r % fro 1 mETOrrEr fcr tot 5tt?Eto Ett 
toEEt 5 ttt froif toEE to^ i 

wk to: irf totEt rjtrrr | Ef EEl TOfEf Et 
fTOTlk TO TOtTO % fTO E qETOT 

*]Et Sr stoEEt tot ^tEettor ^ifro tottot smrsTO | i 

HcT: m TOmEtTOT Ek srfTOT TITWTTO (3jfE if 
3TOTET ft TOfTOR TOf TORT)- STEhEtTOT, 1962 ( 1962 
TOT 50) TOV STRT 3 TOt (ll) fflTT StTOT 

TOfwEf sfT sEEt totE jit ~%r£m 1RTOR % otSt 
toEIto eft wEsttor srfro tote to sttott smror tot- 
^5RT EtfTO ETOTO $1 

7TO Ef 53TO *jEE Sr EjtTTOT TOT$ toEw, to *jfE 
% *fr% thr tokto fEroE % Etc*; sri#r tritto srrfE- 
TORt\ ?ET TOT TOTTOEtTO fa ?TtEET, EftW «ftc SUTO 5 ?! 
TTVrPT, TOEpCT -dr, RrtRT-9 TOt TO ITTsP^TOT afft 
TTRkr Sr 21 frfr % EEr tot «%»rr i 

Ek $ttt to^to tote toftt %r faTOr Wfen 
IT? Et TOTOT TOfaT Ef TOT TOT TOT TOnTtTT ^ Ef TO 

tjtotS toEtottot rfT to EfEIt fafsr *rorerTEt apt Rrfa i 




fTOCRTOTT E 
Ear^kr % Etot 

EE«E]ot^ijo 

TOfkT 

TO TOJT 

*rr$T 

TOTO *. iTTRTfT 

Etot : Et[(ir>ii 

fTFJTO 

: qr?r 

TOtf 

?rEEo 


STR “ErefER 

'FTOT’n^TT 

233/2 

0 

21 

65 


233 /l 

0 

14 

00 


234 

0 

03 

20 


280 

0 

00 

80 


279/2 

0 

31 

80 


279 /l 

0 

07 

35 


277 

0 

15 

75 


to£ ^ 

0 

02 

25 


243 

0 

27 

30 


273 

0 

22 

20 


272 

0 

37 

80 


261 

0 

06 

75 


260 

0 

05 

25 


259 

0 

02 

25 


2 53/2 

0 

06 

76 


254 

0 

04 

50 


256 

0 

12 

30 


[Eo 

0 

r 

O 
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S.O. 212.—Whereas it appears to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that it is necessary in the public inttrest that for the 
transport of petroleum from Viramgam to CTF KALOL 
is Gujarat State pipeline should be laid by the Oil & Natural 
Gas Commission; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto : 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and 
Mineral* pipelines (Acquisition of Rihgt of User in the 
T-Ami) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962). the Central Government 
hereby declares its intention to acquire the right of user 
therein; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil and Natural Gas Commission, Construction & 
Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Vadodara 
(390009); 

And every person malting such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be hear In person or 
by a legal practitioner. 


SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from Viramgam to CTF Kalol 
State ; Gujarat District : Mehsana Taluka : Kadi 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

At® 

Cen- 

tiare 

Kalyanpura 

233/2 

0 

21 

65 


233/1 

0 

14 

OO 


234 

O 

03 

20 


280 

0 

00 

80 


279/2 

0 

31 

80 


279/1 

0 

' 07 

35 


277 

0 

15 

75 


Cart Track 

0 

02 

25 


243 

0 

27 

30 


• 273 

0 

22 

20 

- 

272 

0 

37 

80 


261 

0 

06 

75 


260 

0 

05 

25 


259 

0 

02 

25 


253/2 

0 

06 

75 


254 

■ 0 

04 

50 


256 

0 

12 

30 
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### mm fo; wcff- ^ ^#r 

wot srfa'm ?rf>rfr mm m wit wtr 
fffm ^frf^RT ftHT 11 

g*rff ft hhh vjfir Jr f^rcs #f aftw, m *tf*r 
% #% mm htpt fro# % ftnr wftT wfpr siftr- 
•irrfr, #r m\ JTfFfttf #r wttft, f-roft tfR ^gt- 
kot srtft, ft*, nrftru- 9 # srfa^THT 

# Hifra H 2 1 fa# % hkr *ftnrr i 


#r ^rr m^r ^ftr ^tt ^ *## fafafawT 
# ^*R Tftff ft «PTT H? ^ ^T^fTT $ ft HH# 
qwf Kfftrnra # ut ft# ftfa "hhi# # Hrftr i 


fawrnr % #o#otrtfio rm titt hhr fa^ft 
% ftnr "* 


TW. ^iTTTcr 

shnrp'T 


f#HT 

: JlHTHT 

1TTH*FT : 

■o 

: 

Ffo 

s 

% 


1 00 
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16 

20 

99 

0 

1 3 

60 

1 15 

0 

01 

40 

103/2 

0 

07 

35 

113 

0 

17 

40 

112 

0 

08 

10 

109 

0 

25 

50 

107 

0 

36 

30 


0 

01 

65 

187 

0 

01 

20 

191 

0 

30 

00 

190 

0 

00 

15 

192 

0 

15 

75 

193 

c 

1 12 

00 


And every person making such an objection shall also state 
specifically whether he wishes to be hear in person or by 
a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from Viram-gam to CTF Kalol 
State : Gujarat Distt. : Mclisana Taluka : I^adi 


Village 

Survey Nq. 

Hec¬ 

tare 

Are 

Ccn- 

tiare 

Jesaogpura 

100 

0 

16 

20 


99 

0 

13 

60 


115 

0 

01 

40 


103/2 

0 

07 

35 


113 

0 

17 

40 


112 

0 

08 

10 


109 

0 

25 

50 


107 

0 

36 

30 


Cart Irack 

0 

01 

65 


187 

0 

01 

20 


191 

0 

30 

00 


190 

0 

00 

15 


192 

0 

15 

75 


193 

) 

12 

00 
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JHflfr tflciT | ft #*%r Sr srurwit j£ ft rnrera- 
ttjit Jr #o^tornpo gtefur h ftnuTTH (ff ^tf#nr 

% qfr^r % fa# #r tm jnsrfapf; fa¬ 

ff## 3TCT ftsft ffr# ’srrf^tr ( 

sfft m: 4$ TTtfrrf #crr £ ft ht#t # 

froft % sftfanr % fa# tr^^rro Jr qffa 

tjfar Jr 4‘toft 4>r ffftnFiR fffttr TT'Tr irrtpfrrdi ^ i 
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8.0. 213.—Whereas it appear* to the Central Govern¬ 
ment that it is necessary in the public interest that for the 
transport of petroleum from Viram^am to CUP KALOL tn 
Gujarat State pipeline should be laid by the Oil & Natural 
Gas Commission ; 

And whereas it appear* that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline it Is necessary to acquire the right of user Jn 
the land described tn the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) 
Act. 1962 (JO of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein; 


m: w ^jtfam ffft #ftjr TRwft («jftr Jr 

estiPr % Wfsm y . fffa) ffftddqH, 1962 (l962 
f>T 50) # STKT 3 # HTOTTT (ll) IKT STSTT 
siftSi# ‘R Wft fr# jpr %?jf# (Tv-m <. ^ HHJi 
wft vr irfaHirc *tftn tmr htwh ith- 

^3KT #ftrf ft4T ^ I 

snftf ft tot tjftr Jr wrftfr, ^ 

% #% wr wrfiT ft©ft % fttr h^th 

jrrftrf-rft, #r an 5 rrff?pf! % ftirfm 

^'•TTrT TRTFT, HFLyG ft?, 4ftRT-9 «ft flftr- 

ijhht # frrfr^r H 21 fori % #(r ^ iftqp 1 


Provident that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil & Natural Ga s Commission, Construction & 
Maintenance Division, Mokarpura Road, Vadodara (390 009.) 


aftr trnr irrftH qvir srftr ftf^ftn mi 
zfy # T*PT ?iftlT ft wr | ft 

igmi sRftfnnr nr ft# ftfa srrarai# # nft, T | 
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?fto3taTfTi o 

$5Tfa if faUETET TTfl 4T^T vrrfr 

fatffa % far* 

'<1 jV : IJ^PITT 

faET . TOj-H'SHK TTI^T : faTTOTET 



trfa 

TOETfao tv&TC tTTOT? %?€er 

tfEft 

158 0 05 85 

157 0 07 20 


[flo O— 1201 6/56/82—Sfa-I] 


S.O. 214.—Whereas It appears to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that it ij necessary In the public interest that for the 
transport of petroleum from C-T.F. KALOL to Viramgam in 
Gujarat State pipeline should be laid by the Oil & Natural 
Gas Commission; 

And Whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it Is necessary to acquire the right of user 
in the land described In the schedule annexed hereto : 

Now, therefore. In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine¬ 
rals pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land! 
Act, 1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby 
declares its intention to acquire the right of user therein: 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil & Natural Gas Commission, Construction & 
Maintenance Division, Makarpurs Road, Vadodara (390 009.) 

And every person making such an objection shall also state 
specifically whether he wishes to be> hear In person or by a 
legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from CTF Kalol to Viramgam 
State : Gujarat District: Ahmedabad Taluka : Viramgam 


Village Block No. Hec- Are Cen- 

tare tiare 


Moti Kumad 158 0 05 85 

157 0 07 20 


(No. O-12016/56/82-Prod. I] 
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vfa 
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ffsErc 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

'TETTfRK 

105 

0 

51 

15 


106 

0 

00 

10 


107 

0 

15 

30 


111 

0 

28 

50 


112 

0 

04 

35 


tt££p 

0 

04 

05 


100 

0 

25 

20 


101 

0 

07 

20 


99 

0 

25 

65 


98 

0 

11 

25 


81 

0 

16 

65 


82 

0 

00 

15 


83 

0 

00 

75 


88 

0 

14 

25 


90 

0 

31 

95 


57 

0 

25 

20 


58 

0 

30 

45 


59 

0 

17 

25 


52 

0 

09 

30 


9 
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00 

15 


51 

0 

10 

35 


49 
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00 

25 


50 

0 

11 

45 


46 
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05 


47 
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10 

35 


43 
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12 

00 


42 

0 

10 

80 


39 

0 

17 

05 


38 

0 

05 

80 
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1 2 

3 4 
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37 
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20 

36 
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00 

35 
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50 

34 

0 08 
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0 02 

55 
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S.O. 215,—Whereas it appears to the Central Gov¬ 
ernment that it is ncceassary in the public interest that for 
the transport of petroleum from C.T.F. KALOL to Viramgam 
in Gujarat State pipeline should be laid by the Oil & Natural 
Gas Commission ; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is neeessaiy to acquire the right of u»er in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, theiefoie, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Minerals 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Central Government hereby declares 
its intention to acqune the right of user therein ; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land t 0 the Competent 
Authouty, Oil & Natural Gas Commission, Construction &. 
Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Vadodara (390 009.) 

And every pet son making such an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to bo hear in person or 
by a legal practitioner. 

SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from CTF Kalul to Viramgam 


State : Gujarat District : Ahmedabad Taluka : Viramgam 

Village Block No. 

Hoc- Are 

Cen- 


taro 

tiarc 

1 2 

3 4 

5 

Nani Kumad 105 

0 51 

15 

106 

0 00 

10 

107 

0 15 

30 

111 

0 28 

50 

112 

0 04 

35 

Cart Track 

0 04 

05 

100 

0 25 

20 

101 

0 07 

20 

99 

0 25 

65 

98 

0 11 

25 

81 

0 16 

65 

82 

0 00 

15 

83 

0 00 

75 

88 

0 14 

25 

90 

0 31 

95 

57 

0 25 

20 

58 

0 36 

35 

49 

0 17 

25 

52 

0 09 

30 


2 

3 

4 

5 

9 

0 

00 

15 

51 

0 

10 

35 

49 

0 

00 

25 

50 

0 

11 

45 

46 

0 

10 

05 

47 

0 

10 

35 

43 

0 

12 

00 

42 

0 

10 

80 

39 

0 

17 

05 

38 

0 

05 

80 

37 

0 

00 

20 

36 

0 

03 

00 

35 

0 

07 

50 

34 

0 

08 

40 

33 

0 

17 

85 

32 

0 

03 

40 

31 

0 

07 

50 

30 

0 

07 

50 

29 

0 

08 

10 

28 

0 

02 

55 


[No. O-12016/56/82-Prod.] 


tff feevft, 18 1982 

VToSTfo 216 . — tFT: V'sffa Vf W 5 F?i(T ftcTT 

wwwrc $ fa <r Jr 

^ ^fTmr % 

% fa$ Tiiwr^'T frr ?w srofiro tor Jnr 

frorf ^ttV' ' 

*frt if<r. ^ iT'T’rw jftaT | tV trffr wistT Vt 
fTOH % sttW £ fa$ t^TiTO^g^' Jr Wfr^fir 
Ji ^pfrn *pt wftr^n: «Tfar?r srnsw | i 

** *k (^t * 

^T>T * Wfum ^1 Wfa) 1962 ( 1962 

«r 50) jpV srrcr 3 Vt ^mnr (ii) smjrerr vfrcrcff 
^ r srm spVr §<i ^nvn: % ^ 
sTfa^n: ufar Tu smr wmpf iwtt tftflra’ 

fw | » 

^Tfnjf Jr fi?fR 5 Vr$ ,7 riVE ^rr 

% rfl% qiTT ^TiVt fsTST-t % fV? WT^T Sfrfa- 
^Tft, Vt fett srrffmf nrr mqK FwW 
srtrnJ, wro tta, stfmr-e Vr ^r «ft^n *> 
jnftsr % 21 fVff % wtrn: i 

^ srrtf'T ^ fVMVwr: 

™ ,«pr ^ tV ’nrr ^ ^ V I ^ ^ 
wrfVm nr firit W* wt< ‘«'^ ^ ^ 1 


1085 GI/82—24. 
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qjToiT^o % tTfToTT^oiTorrq-u FT> FTo'ITI^’f fa®TF 

F fF ,T 


FETF *- FFTTF 

faUT 

F rit-f IF 

' FKTTiFf 


FTP 

F F 

iffac-c 

DTcrrct 


TWN 

’ 6 1 2) l 

0 

06 

98 


605 

0 

15 

7 2 


564 

0 

05 

16 


565 

0 

13 

08 


566 

0 

1 4 

04 


437 

0 

05 

16 


[ffo O-12016/54/82-Ffao] 


New Delhi, the lfith November, 1982 

-v ‘ 

S.O. 216,—Whereas it appears to ihe Central Govern¬ 
ment that It is necessary In the public interest that for the 
transport of petroleum from SNZ to SNAH in Gujarat State 
pipeline should be laid by the Oil & Natural Gas Commis¬ 
sion ; 

And whereas it appears that for the purpose of laying 
such pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in 
the land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confetred by sub¬ 
section (1) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mineials 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User i n the Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Cential Government hereby declares 
its intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the date of this notification, object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authority, Oil & Natural Gas Commission, Construction & 
Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Vadodara (390 009.) 

And every person making such an objection shall also 
State specifically whether he wishes to be hear In person or 
by a legal practitioner. 


SCHEDULE 


Pipeline from SNZ to SN Ml 


State : Gujarat 

District & Taluka 

; Mchsana. 



Village 

Survey No. 

lice- Arc 
tare 

Cen- 

tiare 

Santhal 

612/1 

0 

06 

98 


605 

0 

15 

72 


564 

0 

05 

16 


565 

0 

n 

08 


566 

0 

14 

04 


437 

0 

05 

16 


[No. 0-12016/54G 2-Prod.] 


217.—*FT. %fafT (FTP'. FTFFSpfNr ZTdr 

K fa sfofar ftfnft $( fa t tht F 

^ faf (TF F F riP ri TL Ffafaqq % qfpq-grp % 


FT?FFTT[P, FF FFT FTS/friF ffa S1TF1F 3F~t fa&lt 
Friff Flfar | 

tffa FF: FF FFiF Strir & fa irift Hfaff FT 
ftropt £ ircfTFri p; fa.} irfppqrTg; F FfaF FfF F 

^FFfa set FftlFR *rfarr F^Fl ® T s:5PF | \ 


FP: WF ^PfaFF Ffa FlfTF FTSFFlVn F,fa F 
FFFtF % FIFTH. FT FFP) FfStfFFF, 1962 ( 1962 
Ff 50) Fi STPT 3 FF FFFTTT (ff) PUT FFF 7lfa,Fi 
FT FtfjF TFF §F FF(fa FTFK P FFF -3FFTF FT FfcfaTT 
' FfafF FTP FT FFPT STIFF FFFgTT FTfaP fa FT t I 

Fsirf fa fff pfa if f £fff ftt °TfaF, ff FfP 
% Fi% FTEFFT^F fawfp % fair PPPT F5TF Frfe- 
Flff, rFT FFT HWfri'F ^F FfaTF, faFfal FTT ^FFTF 
1TPTP, FF^T FtT, VspGT- 9 FT FF pfagfaHT FT 
prrCNsr F 21 faff f tn ffft i 


5fR $FT FNiT F T u FiPT KT ^ifad fafpfaFF: 
F^ vfl FFF F^FT fa TFT FP F3. FTpFT % fa FFFri 
iJFFT^ apfaFFF ?T FT faFT fafa ^FitTF-fr Ft FTFF 




^olriToITFo F^oTTFolTo FT FT^TFT^T fa’Sfal % faP 

FNF : FPTTF ffaTT pfa F1FF1 : tT^FTFT 


Ffa 

fafaFFT 


VFTFFo 

fUF-TT. 

tTFUf 

FFfav 

125 

0 

1 4 

40 

11 4 

0 

06 

60 

112 

0 

04 

80 

1 1 1 

0 

12 

60 

108 

0 

00 

50 

109 

0 

1 4 

75 

102 

0 

10 

80 

100 

0 

09 

60 

[Fo 

0-1 201 

6/53/8 

2 -FT?n] 


S.O. 217.—Whereas it appeirs to the Central Government 
that it is necessary in the public interest that for the trans¬ 
port of peti oleum fiom JNM to JNA iu Gujarat State pipe¬ 
line should be laid by the Oil and Natural Gas Commission; 

And whereas it -appears that for the purpose of laying such 
pipeline, it is necessary to acquire the right of user in the 
land described in the schedule annexed hereto ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the poweis conferred by 
sub-section (l) of the Section 3 of the Petroleum and Mineral* 
pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in the Land) Act, 
1962 (50 of 1962), the Genual Government hereby declaics 
ils intention to acquire the right of user therein ; 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, 
within 21 days from the dale of this notification object to 
the laying of the pipeline under the land to the Competent 
Authouty, Oil and Natuial Gas Commission, Construction 
and Maintenance Division, Maharpura Roard Vadodara 
(390009). 
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A)id every pci son making "itch an objection shall also 
state specifically whether he wishes to be hear in person or 
by a legal practitioner. 

SCHLDUfl-E 

Pipeline liom D S. No. JNA to JNM 
State : Gujarat Disliict & Talaka : Mehsana 


Village 


Flock No 


Hee- Arc Cen- 
tare tiaie 


Sidosan 

125 

0 14 40 


111 

0 06 60 


112 

0 '04 80 


111 

0 12 60 


103 

0 00 50 


109 

0 14 75 


102 

0 10 80 


100 

0 09 60 


- 

[No. 0-12016/53/82-Prod.] 


qjfacvf; 

, 23 TTfTC, 1982 

Tie Wi 

> 218---TT 

9ifTT ^=FTT Tf TlHnjTrq-r 

% JTRl' tTf 

IF f f( 'T A i 

' '■!T'fTf if fo'CRR fRTr’TiT 

| 'TTR 

74 Ti< =T,'i 

T UT' TTqu (^jrr if TR-TET 

(7 TffiTTR 

FT "f 41) Tf 

T'TTV, 19 02 % 171 ? 6 % 

wip'ir (i) 

T V' l’f 7 4 

1 TTfVT'i f-TTI iTTi iTT-RR 

TRif T T|tf 

PT T-T STT'i 

f -JcR TTiN-fTEj '^n-T R S-ftTT 

Wl^f jfe VTo 

if’To tor ■> 

T TCNRIfR-lS 4T 

T 1 

~ { W1 *i “Vi 

'Iff Hi Y cP+RC TfifT fTT 

R? i 1 



TT itT 

'-Ti'Sh’TF d'T 

a TTi ffRf 'JTTfR PfW T 

UfOf 7 T 7-i 

'STS (i) To 

j~r ( 1 ) || tT^rTiT ^pif 

fa'TfT 2vS-2- 

■82 T Ttfi c T 

‘FT K Ti -TTf | 1 

ST T. T|5T 

9 ffAT 7>T ■fRTFRT (^ftT if ^TTf-T % 

SfftfTR TT 5 

hRH) k 7 fif, 

19 63 T fTTT- 4 T STRifn' 

qs,TE TrfH'TR', ' TT? AT 

YT) f'iT'4 Tf TIT iTtTRT T?f 

fTi-T 

Ti T.Rf f 

\ 



n 0 o 

rr-fe q U^TTrTIT 18 -IT TP^T HnrT 


T 

TT Tfffffi'T 

TfTTvTT TT 

4lT TfeUfc 

"fo '“TAM % VR TTT Tftrffsj 

mR 


3TT if Tf nW 



TFTWTTf 





'i4?r trti- 


300 


30-1-82 


28-2-82 


12 016/37/8 2-5TTS'J 

7^ t To , T t ,• 1, HxTn 


New Delhi, the 23id November, 1982 

S.O. 213.—Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as show i in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
urdti sub section (1) of section 6 of the Petroleum & Minerals 
Pipeline (Acquisition 'of Right of user in land) Act, 1962 the 
right of user has been acquiicd in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended thereto for the transport of petroleum 
from d.s AHN to AHMFDABAD-18 in Ramol oil field in 
Gr.j-.rat Slale, 

And whcieas the Oil it Natuial Gas Commission has ter¬ 
minal ed the opciat'ons referred to in clause (i) of sub section 
(1) of sect’en 7 of the said Act on 28-2-82. 

No.v there foie under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of right of user in land) Rules 1963, the Com¬ 
petent Authority heieby notifies the said date as the date 
of termination of operation to above. 

SCHEDULE 

TERMINATION OF OPERATION OF PIPELINE FORM 
D. S. AHN to AHMEDABAD-18 


i Name of MuiLtry YiUvjjs S O. No. Date of Date of 

publioa- termina¬ 
tion lion 

in the of 

Gazette of operation 
India 


Petroleum, 
Chemicals & 
Fertilize! 


Hithij^n 


300 30-1-82 28-2-82 


INo. 12016/37/82-Prod.] 
L. M. GOYAL, Director 


ww ctJy itwiT tftpimr irwur 

ntfc-r, 1 6 faqi^R, 19 82 

wfo 2i9.—•Efnrfa stR tRTETH TrrTffr sfftj- 
fn<HT, 1940 ( 1940 TT 23) % SHT T-TH nrfcWT 
TT TTfiT TRf STR STRT *RTR % JfqTRTf ?fR 
T-j'I if RcTR’T (CTIRT fTAEf) tV 6 
1977 Tl ■"ffr-fTlT tfo TTTo 3363, TT TTFsTTIT'T 
TTT TAlTlV ’R.RT fnPBfsrfefl fdTfrFTf 

SJ u) 

1. ST o rr.To iRo TTfTdT, f ; f?tTT, 

TECW TYTfraTT TERR, TffRlT, SfR 

2. -TT0 (NHirfr) tfi 0 TrrgdT, ^qf^irT (faftTirr) 

OTTfJR rffTPT, Ttffaf I 

g-ijnf vrrt’T T r-rtr ^ fo* tpr sficrfsr Tiff % fHtr 

emrrtr KiRTili T TT if TTift £ :— 

1. tfRT 

2. T TTTJrTrT tff"RT TT TtH 

3. 

4. 

5. FtTfapTr 
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|<T mur % rrmr^ it w qpir $ stermr m ttw it 


6 . «riWiT[*r 

7. fwxftR dwT fmhrc sflr fampfmi ^rfmFvr 
8 - 

[tfo ^4tt° I 1 0 1 4 / 2 / 8 2-^0 rrq-o tj^fo ^ tffo 

ITt^o tr 0 ] 

3ft o T^mn^Tn, WT TTf^ 

ministry of health and family welfare 

New Delhi, the 16th December, 1982 

S.O. 219,—In exercise of the powers conferred by sub¬ 
section (2) of section 20 of the Drugs and Cosmetics Act, 
1940 (23 of 1940) and in supersession of the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Health and 
Family Welfare (Department of Health) No, S,0. 3363, 
dated the 6th October, 1977, the Central Government heieby 
appoints— ■ 

1, Dr. S, N. Saxena, Director, Central Research Insti¬ 
tute, Kasauli; and 

2. Dr. (Mrs.) S. Ahuja, Deputy Director (Medical) 
Central Research Institute, Kasauli, 

to be Government Analysts for the whole of India in respect 
of the following classes of drugs, namely :— 

1. Sera 

2. Solution of Serum proteins intended for injection. 

3. Vaccines. 

4. Toxins. 

5. Antigens. 

6. Antitoxins 

7. Sterilized Surgical ligature and sterilized surgical su¬ 
ture. 

8. Bacteriophages. 

[No. X. 11014/2/82-DMS&PFA] 
G. PANCHAFAKESAN, Under Secy, 

ftmfrr *rtr an^nr tfrmxr 

8fWNrT, 1982 1 

VToWTo 220—Tff: fn*ftf»F-T sfaf % 5nt 3 f ® 
mfaFT, (W 3GTR foevft tfu % 

srFfrriTfr f rt ? w fjj% famrr krfafmrR, 
1957 ( 1957 «Fr6l)^URT 44 %■ STRUTT* % «pj- 
RTT fao'R 10-7-19S2 % Btfmf (jo 20 (37)/ 
8 O-tzjf cp'grRT STTf 5RTfmr faff rfT «f fmmf ^cf srfsT- 
fiTinT am 1 1 V tfr> OTETm ( 3) if RTTfef/ 

m ?nfer wmm? ft 30 far ^ 7 *nrRr % mmfa 

srpTfTfr f^'T jfir nf | 

^ T - tfcT. 7FFT 7007 EFU % if Ttf STPTfoff sf*T 
pu? sttr ofr fp; f 1 merp amtrT % f^mr 

>Ff ^ tfr^TTr Jr wtsrr qrr fmufq- %^r mu | ( 

^Rf^TT fofta mwrr srFaf^fir errcr 
11 ^ ( 2 ) sttt sptr vrfwTY vr mrfrr <fnft 


fcmr3TT3fn*rBfmnFrfTo mmx mm£ nPTcr:- 

1 . “mm 210 . 43 !^ (52PT?) *jfR Tth^vrr 
ermi' %• ptffr fm | tk sththt m *rrm ^vrt 
Truro % qfm if. TUfr % Tq-Rffi ‘fftr 

^z\' % snr-f «irr "-wrrFw (pfKrm cr 

qtJXTT'T frft) flTJT XRT I 1 “ 

2. "mm 21.043i'rcr (52 irt?) '^fR, oft p-m 

ffh 1 % ttrTt fm | srk mm xm 

PTTa % 7m if TTTV qrr vifir tjqzfPf ‘fdl 
ffTfi q-dHV ir wssr %x «mifw (mm m 
vrBdTTUT fOTi) PfidT 5fRT I" 

■ [iio 13011 / 4 / 8 l-lft°irto-H tT] 

•sfrotrio TiRnm, irw wfa^FTfr 

MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 

New Delhi, the 8th December, 1982 

S.O. 220,—'Whereas certain modifications, which the Central 
Government proposes to make in the M'asler Plan for Delhi 
regarding the areas mentioned hereunder, were published 
with Notice No. F. 20(37)/80-MP dated the 10th July, 1982 
in accordance with the provisions of section 44 of the Delhi 
Development Act, 1937 (61 of 1957) inviting objections/ 
suggestions, as required by .sub-section' (3) of section ll-A 
of the said Act, within thirty days from the date of the 
said notice ; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received with regard to the said modifications, the Central 
Government have decided to modify the Master Plan for 
Delhi ; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section ll-A of the saitj Act, the Central 
Government heieby makes the following modifications in 
the said Master Plan for Delhi With effect from the date of 
publication of this modification in the Gazette of India, 
namely :— 

MODIFICATION : 

(i) “The land use of an area measuring about 21.043 

hects, (52 acres) located near Naicla Town and 
situated on the west of Railway line to Ambala is 
changed fioin ‘Agricultural Green Belt’ to Com- 
* mercial (Warehousing and storage depots).’’ 

(ii) “The land use of an area measuring about 21.043 

hects, (52 acres) located near Village Ghevra and 
situated on the North of Railway lino to Rohlak 
is changed from ‘Agricultural Green Belt’ to ’Com¬ 
mercial (Warehousing and storage depots)’ ” 

[No, K-13011/4/81-DDHA] 

V. V. RAMANATHAN, Desk Officer 

mnrr 

27 1982 

•FTclTTo 221—STUNT, *n?NTV UTR 

(ffsnfEJTT 5rf«i«frFm m vfuf¥rw 1971 

(1971 =Fr 40 ) mT yrcr 3 arm dtr irr 
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TPO - ?! : 1, 1983/'ft | I 11,1001 


jfifiTf str-UfF vttttfPTP: ti RFR *fK qfFTR 

fnffl'SFT 44FT4 44T fffW, Fr4FT *frC Wgff f2PPR 
irwFrfl (Pwfa «rr4R tia sr^fr f4TR fw»r) ^ 
40 ff.-oSTi'o 3911 rfRET 17 
19 69 «Pf fn'Ri-TPsT r T-HcR t, 44fT •'— 

g*f=r srfsr^^ ^ ftr 4iF4f % (i) tt 

srfqfc % f«r ft ft F'F'i'PtRstt srf^fv t^t wjw 

' '^Tfri^W (STFIRT) 

F4T4TT4T ^FF f^T^fTR 

fjTYfr tip: ftS/Mth (F4Ff =4tf4? l” 

[TF 4 e 120 13( 6)/78 II] 

*iKoF?re 54 , ^'TPrtR'fi 


(Directorate of Estate) 

New Delhi, the 27th November, 1982 


S.O. 221—In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occu¬ 
pants) Act, 1971 (No, 40 ot 1971), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendment in the Notification of 
the "Government of India in the ei stwhile Ministry of Health 
and Family Planning and Works, Housing and Urban Deve¬ 
lopment (Depaitinent of Works and Housing and Urban 
Development) No. S.O. 3911 dated the 17th September 1969, 
namely :— 


In the Table appended to the said Notification for the 
en'ry in column (1) the following entry shall be substituted 
“Deputy Director (Administiation) Postgraduates Insti¬ 
tute of Medical Education and Research, Chandi¬ 
garh.” 


( 1) fesff frFFT TTfWFT TTTfvFT- 

fFFTR TftelF 4--S4R1 stiks, 4^ 

fc'i-vft I 

(2) 6't pFvff 44T TrffFFT T74FT4, 
CT34 SET, nf feFfi I 

(3) feFff 4<1T f44R TptfFT, REFT 
5F1, FT foveft | 

(4) wfiFFFr TiRfar, fevft 
4nt, feRf tft -10 

2. 444T 4Tf?4 714 SF4 % ’JdftFfFT TFT T 

rtt Sr iRtfSTTf nfrqfH tt 55114 xtttiti^ti for 4Ff 

3. 5rPT%4I $51T4 IcFTT 30-l-l 983 4T Rf44, 
fcFrr farTR TTfsrTTR, fWV f4TRr rfr, 

4f feFfl' % TFT fFfecT FT if 44 t I 

a. tit zttfticT mtit mftr m 55114 4 , 45 mst 
■tft ft Tarr facf 1 

[Ho ft 1 g( -16)/sO-trJTo«fro] 
41 *jFFT, Rf44 

DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 
PUBLIC NOTICE 
New Delhi, the 1st January, 1983 


[F. No. 12013(6)/78-Vol. IE 
R. S. SOOD, Dy. Secy, Estates 

^ ^ ft — ft 

rfwt iW^T HtTWTWT 

?rr ? T'5ri ,? r^* 

FT fFFff, 1 4nT 7 T 1983 

HKToUfo 222- —T J T3T RT.%4 TIT t;T4 % J-rfeTTR TT4T 

tit ante tfp'iti 0,4 wuiv Itt vnif 85 foFff 

ttlHPlZH 1957 ( 1957 tit Wff 6l) 4?f WRMO(l) 
fRiT \ti~tit f^TFT fwr, 195 9 (w 4T4FT 44T 
f4 FPT 3TT5THT ) T FfW 5 441 15 ^ 4T4 
T?T 41F, ti «TcT'(cT 4lfdR I 

i. (f) ar-FTf TiffT tit's w=r % F-rrwR tt 

FT TFT i^n-< fTTr 44C ^ 44f 

(tit) 7F TIFT tit F^ srRr 4r% firt 

TrRRTT it CTFTr” tit StfTF tftit 
TFTHffvr ftitif if 11.00 44 (FTfo) 
ti 3.00 44 (TtpCF?) 4T qV< 

4t% t<r- 3 if fr 4f fcrf«r ft ftifrm 

% %F 4T454 |fifr I 


S.O. 222—Notice under Section 10(1) of the Delhi Develop¬ 
ment Act, 1957 (61 of 1957) read with rules 5 and 15 of the 
Delhi Development (Master Plan and Zonal Development 
Plan) Rules, 1959, of the preparation and publication fif the 
draft Redevelopment of Bangla Sahib Ropd Area. 


1. ta) a draft of the Redevelopment of Bangla Sahib Road 
Area has been prepared; and 

(b) a copy thereof will be available fo r inspection at the 
following offices between the hours of 11.00 a.m. and 3 pm. 
on all working days except Saturdays, OJl the date mentioned 
iu para 3 hereafter. 

(i) Office of the Delhi Development Authoiity Delhi 

Vikas Minar, I. P. Estate, New Delhi. 

(ii) Office of the N.D.M.C., Town Hail, New Delhi 

(iii) Office of the M.C.D. Town Hall, Delhi. 

(tv) Office of the Executive Officer, Delhi Cantt Board, 
Delhi Cantt-10. 

2. Objections and suggestions are hereby invited with res¬ 
pect to the draft Redevelopment of Bangla Sahib Road Area. 

3. The objection or suggestion may be sent in writing to 
the Secretary, Delhi Development Authority, Delhi Vikas 
Minar, I, P. Estate, New Delhi by the 30th January, 1983. 

4. Any peison making the objection or suggestion should 
also give his name and address. 


[No. F. 16(46)/80-MP] 
NATHU RAM, Secy. 
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ark Awsr 

{mxzz* 'wr) 

T# tArY, 19S2 

sRToRTo 223,—^fT RHST STOTT, AAm Ak 
To! (qfkrfT <r$r) Ar tArrii Asrr 

^To?do 2482 fA^TEF 10 TTrf, 1982 % TfJ AY 

ritoAYo ttAt fafcsfY AYw^n ottPetY ot srffffnnJcT 
% fA>r faqra-ncTR spb Att tti n g<?*q % 
qq *r FART fa? TT A 

sfp; AfA fTLrTTTcfm ffl'TUN 
«fr %o TWf®»rrTrT At fakfY Afafr ottFAAt ft 
jrfirfafir fAunr fOTfr |, 

Alt AfA AArr rtott ft a§ ft | fA AY *rn> 
g-fo fqqT,\'T?Y OTTOTT (tYsTOTT FT faPUPW) f^'A 
1962 % fAnr 4 % ^fTTH (5) % tf* (l) % 

rip TT TTR nAr^l, 

AK gfp stf #tt At! A ■T'f ~rr i Pour 

ft w |, 

?RT: m AYAY ottftt (Amu s?r fafrWT) fm, 

1962 % tspm 4 % cff<T OTsTta RSWT gqq taTETi 

q? At srftr^far TOt | i 

[qqogo qWoAYoAto/ 6 /, 82 -Tqg- (^)j 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Trasport.Wing) 

New Delhi, the 10th December, 1982 

S.O. 223.—Whereas Shri R. C. Banerjee was appointed 
as a member of the Visakhapatnam Dock Labour Board being 
a representative of the Overseas Shipping Interests by noti¬ 
fication of the Government of India, Ministry of Shipping 
and Transport (Transport Wang) No. S.O. 2482, dated the 
10th July, 1982 ; 

And whereas the Visakhapatnam Steamship' Agents’ Asso¬ 
ciation has nominated Shri K. Ramakrishna Rao as the 
representative of the Overseas Shipping Interests ; 

And whereas the Central Government is of the opinion that 
Shri R. C. Banerjee is deemed to have vacated his office 
under clause (vi) of sub-rule (5) of rule 4 of Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Rules, 1962 ; 

And whereas a vacancy has occurred in the said Dock 
Labour Board ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of rule 4 
of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Rules 
1962. the Central Government hereby notifies the said 
vacancy. 

" fFile No. LDV/6/82-US(L)J 

SRTofITo 224.’—AtAY Tqq?r~ (tYspITTOT fAfAsp?*) 
srRrfAAA, 1962 (I948OT9) At ETTTT 4 At AqsrRT 


[Part II—Sec. 3 (ii)] 

(l) % fsrt qpqp % gpj qfsT Art qrfqrrc (A tor 
OT fqfntnpr) 1948 At ETRT 5-3? AY TT8Tn i 3) 
A 5 pt sppq stFttAt ot stAk otA fer vAu atott 
« lt RRofffo AoAf % fWft T'TTi' <TT Sts fa IT t, 
mr <tt Ar TPTpr tit At fT-irTiTf tt'-t «tf 
F' iqfT AY# OT F3T-T fTOTn qRTf f TiT cT TtYtT 
A Ftp prt m$ : r Att^t mx aPca^t Arm 
(qfTTfT rt) At 4° ot°F7o 2432 [A-ift? 

lo OTrrf, 1982 'A ArmOTufr Y At it? tott^.-- 

pt-t ?rmp-?rr A AAY ftAti'tYF xfrx AfTf-T m- 
fTTT Tr qfarf?ifjrq qp-t =rr : T ?Tf“-T % trttt 
4 f “At ?rn:o?frc fToff’ % Ei 4r-r w ‘‘At 
%0 Tr’Tf^OTTTT’' fvf^jr ^TPT I 

[qiloTc rrAT TT Af/ 6/ 8 2-T "*T ( riVf ) j 

STiW Aaq, ?fqr 

C\ 


S.O. 224.—In exercise of the powcis conftricd by sab- 
section (3) of section 5-A of the Dock Workers (Regulation of 
Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), read with the second 
proviso to sub-rule (1) of rule 4 of the Dock Wcrkeis (Regu¬ 
lation of Employment Rules 1962, the Cential Government 
herebv appoints Shri K. Ramakrishna Rao as a member of 
the Visakharatnam Dock Labour Boaid vice Shri R. c. 
Banerjee, who lias vacated his office and for that purpose 
amends the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Shipping and Transport (Transport Wing) No. 
S.O. 2482, dated the 10th July, 1982, as follows :— 


In the said notification, under the heading “Members 
representing tne employers of dock worker^ 
and Shipping Companies’", against item No. 4 , for 
the entry “Shri R. C. Banerjee”, the entry “Shri K 
Ramakrishna Rao” shall be substituted. 


[File No. LDV/6/82-US(L)1 
THOMAS MATHEW, Under Secy. 


r (f fcwff, 1 5 fegp rc, 1982 


225.—TT3TT q-'TTfr, sTTtfrjVp; (qnrqR 
qrf fTfTTDTT) aMAw, 1948 qfnjKT 6 Af 
(1) fifi sfSca ^rpFTTT q?r tpYtt q?"AT pr 
^rfcTTrfr, Trsif Fr 7- Att AY yrfjfTTtT A 
Tg R A:fvT 0 fnX'AT fn'qqr qrrgt || 

[TiTcgo tr^f Ar At/32/ 82 TT- 4 ] 


New Delhi, the 15th December, 1982 

S.O. 2c5.—In excrci .e of powers conferred by rub-section 
(1) of section 6 of the Dock Workers (Regulat on of Em¬ 
ployment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), the Central Government 
hereby appoints the Administrative Officer, Bombay Dock 
Labour Board to be Inspector for the purpose of the said 

a 

[F. No LDV|32|82-L IVJ 


Tf fAr-fr, is FAtTRT, 1982 

q>To w?o 226.—qRSYr sit: qtgTK (tAAAitpt 
fAfawr) fAw, 1969 tt AAfcnr qrAr % fAir rx-q 
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arana tpfff ‘opartt i, 1983/qW u, loot 


[mar IT-- w 3;ji)l 

FWF ^VR, TFT' 'iTfiTF FT fqfFFFF) 

F'fjfTTF, 19 48 ( 1 9 18 FT 9) “FT FT T T 4 Ft TT- 
FPI ( 1) -?,■ srqsTTfPTT FIFF % FtFfF Ft^ 

TfR-rr-T FFIRT ( TpR-fTT TiT) %r Ffa^FFf FFTTF 
FT° TTo 2172 R^W 22 Ft, 1982 % FrftF FTR 
P -ttfct, fr 2 ft: 3 , ffjf? (ii) Ffttar 12 fit, 

1 982 TO qr qpif-TF Ft aft Ft, fFFF FFT FfF- 
jjfft % -. t ~FF a stf.otf vf nm t fis far €r 
TT^ii-j T<r RTifrq rf ~'T Fff ( =tTfrt f ttt#t tfi? wf 
FTF T,-T F, faF% "?FF FFTfFF ftt Vf FFTFFT FT I 

, ifa FTp r nr^ 27 “i'T'TTF, 1982 “FT FFFT ft 
jFFS t" FTr finrT FR FT , 

*frr ftr f <Frr »tfr FFar f ttf frf ffR ft 

Th> 7 Vi: FrtfF ?flT< F,3T7F FTR Fift fa £ ; 

ttfi. hf, %?sir ttvff;, ff; TrftrffFa ft am 4 
ft FTSTTO ( 1 ) ?TTT FT'rT qrfvtfr VT SPftF VTF f^, 
VisHT TTV v4^n; (f-TFpR' VT fafarPTF ) FftF, 

196 9 TT 4TF FFtoF FTf % f-TF fF*FfaftPT Rita 

FFrrfr ,>. a fra :— 

1. Ffa T F FTF tfft FITjT ;-- (l) FF TVTF Vi 
FKTR FffT vr?"ir TfV V.fVlT (Mlq-T VT f'TfFWT) 
(rpfT'JT) ^TR, 1982 | I 

2. ViVTT FTT vtVF (MpR VT f#tOT) 
afta, 196 5 F— 

(l) V 11 ® 6 IT «*TH TT, faa#rfaF Ff«7 
‘ 7T TT FTFR. FFTF .— 

“6. arFaviffifr nV. aR v^Nitr*** ft tar % 

f'FFER ap. jp? q'iT ■grrv'f ffijfa;— 

( 1) 3ITV, '■TTftFFrf^'f fR FR VffFTfta?* % FF 

' *r 

t FVT V f TT JT FFfFFV qrTrpr FFF FFf FFTt 
V pRPR U[rf Ijff # jfr Ff 5tv W, <FfWF FT 
TOl : 

f.'t, Fri, FT-i'i'T v TiFtfrFr v fk^r, 
<?FT ^‘rs F? T[fp-T Ffr FT5TT fjRFr irfirf.FF ftf, 
'-yti vr TsrfiTT, Fr=rp: fI fftf fPtftf ff 
fff srfav st 1 

( 2 ) ^fFFfFff f\t FR FFFrf’F^ Vf fq^fF; 

FifiF F F'T% flF F-FF F’-TFT FTFfjF % f<TFTF 
f^fct fft vt ftffT ; 

F^ FcTTF, %Fft'r FFIF % F# FFftFF % fFR.. 
FF FT FT Fgt FTFT fFFFF FfsTFFF FTF, 

'FFT Ft FT- r F T , FtFF Ft FFTF FTF Fp.TFTF sftT 
■JF*f FfFF ?T : 


FFj FS FtF fv FV FTF TT FFfFV VF 5tFfF 
P fPF Tgft V FFT ft fFFT fdtP FT farjfFT % fFF 
FSTF TFFF VT FFFTFF FrFFF FfT flFT l” : 

(2) W 8 F,— 

(f) TTFF? (l), («J), (f), stir (z) FT FtF 
f-FF FTFFT 1 

(«r) TW (z) % WF TT fFrFfFf%F 'FT-F? 

W RFFT, FFFT :— 

"(F) FTF 6 % FFFFf % FFVF t^% grr q?T 
% TTFF Ft FF^t F F%FT l” ; 

(3) 7 F 10% FF W (l) ^T,— 

(v) FF '(v) ffk {^) % TFTF F fFFfF%F 
at T*at FORT, FFfif :— 

"(V) TfFTrtf FTF 'JFffFlfFTT wtOTtft % =frfFF 
FFftWF % FFTTj; FftF FPlF % fFfrjFtFF 
^ fFfFF FFFt % F^tF Vlf^Plff Vt FWT 
fFFF VTFT FVT f%Ft %t Tf^fTT t 
Ft Ft v*?vrtf %t FFFT Vt, FFF FFF F 
FFT FTcmV FFTFi FI FcTTFT ; 

(FT) f%Ft FFF F F4TTF FT f%Fi fqfqfFR 

twr %, fvat ftfFfFTF ffFf % Tff fwtft qfiRfr- 
FTur t; Trajrt Ift;” 

( 4 ) 17 % FFTTT fFFfFfir-T FFl Wt 
F'T:FFTf : TF f%FT FTFFT, Wtf :— 

“ 1 7F : FFFT-FFFt—(v) FSF5T Vt Ff FfFT 

ftFi fF FS [FFt FFt % FfafuFT VFFTtf VT FF 
FFFF fFFF VFVrtf Ft FFT $ ViFFT FrfFTft- 
fTF FTF FFFTF (fFFtFF FT ftfFFFF) T%TF 1968 
% F FFF FFt RF ^FfTR % fFFT FFF F, fffF- 
fFFTfFF VT fFTf >?FT ^F Fit % FFtF 7fF ff fFFT 
FTF FT fir aa FfvrfFFtFF F fwat FFr FT FF^tt it 
qafr ft Tf^fFsrmt F frfa Fft fVft ; 

fiqqR ; fTf fptf % ff ffF Jr fFaF vFr 

FFltf FT FFfFFT FF | FT TFTFFFTF % FTFT"< 

FT tFTFT FTO[FT FFtF FfVFFF qff FqratTftF 

fqTFT F.F^a qftr FF% SFJ FFFTF FT FT Fft FFjtt 
FIT FatVaTFi Ft TF% fFF FFfFFF FFF FT FTftTF 
fFFT FlFFT > 

IP) F^TffT FT Ff ‘ Ft FfV ftFt fF Ff FTF-Ff 

tff -fif % arMw v4vm vt ff jtff Jr fFf- 

fFFTfFF Zt PFFF FFTrtf FT FF> | FTT FT 

Ft % FFTF TfF |F f%FT FrFFT ft at FfafFFtFF 
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ft fwfr ftffr ft[ qqfft ft qnfr ^rr sr^ffttiT ft jTrfft 
qftl ftftfr i" ; 

( 5 ) 18 ft,— 

(i) "ftri” 333 % 7373 qr, 35 ?rrarr 

% ‘ftrsqsi” wsz vsn 37ft3f 1 

(ii) gw (1) % fftRfftfftff ^ 

twt srpT-nr, inrift :— 

* > 

"(*f) w, sjcftf 33ft ft 
^if^rri ftr ftw 33 qrrfftTR: Tqfftftrqq 
3 T 3 T ifft % 37 l 3 7 T 737 T % 3133177 ft 73 
ft®TT 37 33T7K3 3^7 iff ffttr ^T5JTT> 
qrr+TT’f 3371 i" ; 

(e) 19 ft,— 

(i) ^qpyiff ( 3 ) ft,"ftrs T ” w®7 % “3E7ST” 

3*7 T^rr 33777; 

(ii) 7 WI 7 (4) % F 377 <TT, fTtTfftfftrff 3333 ? 

wr ^rrtnrr, TTfcr:— 

"( 4 ) ftft fofti ftV 77 ft ft, fftrrft friT =77 tr rft 
75ft ftr Tftrq % 37f7 ftftffrjrT 1w qr ^77 ftr, 
fttt ftr qi vrftf qrft 35 u^'Trftr ftr r R ftr 37 77iftr 
tYt tt, Rrrftw frqqrr TrtrfRT ft ifftcfriR qrftqrirf 
ft ft ?fr ft> q-ftrfti' 1 qfa trtt <337 ? 3 i 3 
grcr f73'Tfft7 qiftffrft ft fftftr srqft ft irfft%e spftqfp; 
t ftr ftft qiftfftR 3ft wcr ftr w *ftt 3 % w 
^rrTRTfftq 3 V. Tfftc/tfff fftffr qrrrprr 1 ^Tr-fR-Rq 
% 97373 qft 3 sqm fftft Tift % faq tVshtr 
373?73 % rfftrrt; ft 77 73377 RfaTftr ftt ftsrr ft 
qfsrq sjrfftfrftr ftr 3rq?377rr ft ftr ttrik Tirqfaq 
% TfftRr ft 7 ft 77377 sirfftqfti ftt ft ftft ft 7333 
ftrtft qftf ftt qr qftffft 1”; 

(7) 13^ 45 ft 7713*3 (3) ft w tt 

fft^rfftfftq T'it 7i7tt, 33?7:- 

“( 3 ) 33 qfspffiftjr, qw (i) tt ( 2 ) ft 
qftrir fftftf ftr qrqft tt f-T3R qrftTr f\K 7fr aRfftq? 
TFTffq ft 77373 777 77 3ftqR ftt 373(7 37 

^33333 1573 97 ftft ft 73777 7737 73 771773 ftt 
7737 ft fft TfftTfl^q -3T3 T'ftqiR TTTjfttTT fftftf 
fftfftyjf mftq 77 i 7T?r3 33 ft ft 7777337 1 ftf 35 
w^7 Triftq ^ftqr fq? 33 Tfftrflw 7ft7R 
ftr 3703 44 ft srftftr 333 ! ft fftrr ^^<7 qftf 
fftqr 7T33T fftqftr 73 ^rir^rfr qf33 33 ft 1 ” ; 

( 8) <3»3 4 6 ft,— 

(i) 33 ^ 1 ^ (1) ftf 33 (ii) !pft 3 q 33 (*f) 

ft, "ftift" 7^3 ft 7777 37 , qft 3 f! 33 
qrqr t “tm®” ?n 3 wr 31337: 
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(ii) 33 ft¥ (5) ft 33 (7) ft 333 T 3 fqrqftrfftq 
73 tftf 3T^ftV 37 i 7 -- 

"(qq) 33ft 333 ft qftftfr qiftftT ftt7 37 3ft 
f 3 f 337 33 ft ft 37773777 TT ftTf;" ; 

(9) qftV 3 ftr 1 ft, 33 1 ft 73377 

fftPTlTTfftn 33 5jT3: PTifqrT qft 33?7:- 

“( 13) 3p3 77337 TIT 33 373 ft 5 ft 

3T< 3?73 ?7P7 ft 3377 ^77 • I f?737 
frftqqff ft 3c3qr7 aqftf ft qrftft ftr ftr 
qmr^q ^3>r (37?7, ^3 ^ftkr ft fqq) 

ftr 73 3 T 35lft-37rf W7?7 3Tc 77 fPftftf 
ft ft -73177 ft! 33rl / 37777 337 3ft 3(3 
ft 3fv7337 33 ft 37T, [77737, ft 3737, 
3p33Tn ft3 ft 37,3r ft[ 3Jlt'-33Tt l” I 

["KTo fto 33 ftft/ 19 / 81 - 77=7 4 ] 


(Labour Division) 

New Delhi, the 18Lh December, 1982 

S.O. 226.—Whereas certain draft schemo to amend the 
Kandla Dock Workers (Regulation ol Hmployment) Scheme, 
1969 was published as required by sub-section (1) of Sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Act, 1948 (9 of 1948)_at pages 2251—54 of the Gazette of 
India, Part II, section 3, sub-scction (ii) dated 12ih June, 
1982 under the notification of the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Shipping and Transport (Transport Wing) 
No, S.O, 2172 dated the 22nd May, 1982 inviting objections 
and suggestions from all persons likely to he affected thereby 
fill the'expiry of a period of 60 days from the date of publi¬ 
cation of the said notification in the Official Gazette ; 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
public on the 27th January, 1982 ; 

And whereas no objections and suggestions have been 
received from the public on the said draft schemo by tho 
Government of India; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of tho powers conferred bw 
sub-section (1) of section 4 of the said Act, the CentraL 
Govrnmcnt hereby make* the following scheme fluffier to 
amend the Kandla Dock Workers (Regulation of Employ¬ 
ment) Scheme, 1969, namely :— 

1. Short title and commencement.—This Scheme may be 
called the Kandla Dock Workers (Regulation of Employ¬ 
ment) Amendment Scheme, 1982. 

2. In tho Kandla Dock Workers (Regulation of Employ¬ 
ment) Scheme, 1969, 

(1) For clause 6, ffi§ following clause shall be substituted, 
namely;— 

“6. Terms and Conditions of sen-ice and appointment of 
Officers and other staff:— 

(1) The Board may prescribe the terms and condi¬ 
tions of service including those of salaries and 
allowances, a s it may deem fit, in respect of 
officers and other members of staff; 

Provided that no post the maximum salary of 
which exclusive of allowances is rupees one 
thousand si* hundred and fifty and above per 
mensem shall be created by the Board except 
with the previous approval of the Central Gov¬ 
ernment. 
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>trr tuts 1 1 , i983/'tW 11 , isoi 


(2) The appointmesl of officers and other member* 
of staff shall be made by the Chairman except 
as otherwise piovided for elsewheic in the Scheme, 

Provided that no appointment to posts the 
maximum salary of which exclusive of allowances 
is mpees one thousand six hundied and fifty and 
above per mensem shall be made by the Chair- 
man except with the picvious appiovul of the 
Central Government : 

Provided fmther that the appioval of the Cen- 
tial Government shall not be necessiry to any 
appointment hi a lease vacancy of a delation of 
not mote than one month." 

(2) in clause 8,— 

(a) sub-clauses (a), (h), (c) and 00 shall be deleted. 

(b) for sub-clause (1), the following 6ub-clause shall be 

substituted, namely :— 

"(1) subject to the piovision of clause 6, sanction to 
cieation of posts. 1 ’; 

(3) in clause 10,— 
in sub-clause (1), 

(a) for items fa) & (b). the following items shall be 

substituted, namely ;— 

"(n) to fix the number of workers under various 
categories and to increase or decrease the 
number of workeis in any category on the 
Register from time to time as may be neces¬ 
sary after a periodical review of Registers and 
anticipated requiiements with the previous ap¬ 
proval of the Central Government; 

(b) to sanction the tcmpoiary registration of a speci¬ 

fied number of workers in any catcgoiy for a 
specified period.”; 


(61 in clause 19,— 

(i) To sub clause (3) for the word “Boaid” Ihe word 
“Chairman” shall be substituted ; 

tii) for sub-clause (4) the following sub-clause shall be 
substituted, tiamely;— 

“(4) Any fresh recruitment, whether on a temporary 
oi permanent basis, in any category in which 
dock workers have alieady been legisteied under 
the Scheme shall he done from tmoneff the 
woikers re m 'steied with the local Employment 
Fxehange if however, there is a surplus in any 
category of workers employed bv tli^ Kandla 
Port Tnwt stwh surplus workers mav he trans¬ 
ferred and registered under this scheme (After f h“ 
transfer, if the rcniiitement exceeds the number 
of suitable men available on the reidsfe*- of the 
Fmnlovment Fxrhance on the dav of th- reoni- 
sitinn direct recruitment may he made after 
absorbing suitable men from the Fmplovmcnt 
Fxffiangc register.”; 

1 71 in clnire 46, for sub-clause f3) the following shall be 
substitut'd, namely :— 

“(3) The T ahoui Offirrr '■hall consider rnv m ifter under 
sub-clause (11 or ( 2 ) and if, after preliminary >’n- 
vpst’Vation and a O'- eivine reasonable nnnortnmtv 
to the worker of heme heard lie is satisfied that (Tie 
registered dork worker has failed to romnly with 
a lawful order a c aforesaid, n^es an or<1"r difd the 
l nmsferpd dork worke’ shall not he under fknp* 

44 for such period a ? x abour Officer thinks fit 

(8) In clause 46 — 

(il in sub-clause 611 Item (id sub-item (hi for +Iie 
word “hoard” wherever it occurs the "'Old “Chair- 
mm” shnll he substituted; 

(ill in suki-el'Hise (61 after Hem I'd th' following item 
diail he substituted, namely ■— 


(4) after clause 17, the following new clause shall be in¬ 
serted, namely;— 

“17A : Interchangeability,—(a) The Chairman shall have 
power to deploy surplus workeis in a category 
to the category wherein there is a shortage of wor¬ 
kers, a s also under any one of the categories of 
workers covered by the Kandla Unregisteicd Dock 
Woikers (Regulation of Employment) Scheme, 1968 
subject to the condition that such deployment will 
not lead to reduction in the wages or loss of benefit 
from the past seivicc ; 

T 

Note.—If the category of Scheme m which there 
is a shortage cariies lower wage or benefit, trans¬ 
fer will be made on the basis of seniority, junior- 
most person being transferred and the wages and 
benefit being enjoyed by them protected as personal 
to them. 

(b) The Chairman shall also have the power to deploy 
any surplus worker employed under the Kandla 
Port Trust in a category in which there is a short¬ 
age subject to the condition that deployment will 
not lead to reduction in the wages or loss of benefit 
from past service”; 

(5) in clause 18,— 


(0 for the word “Board” wherever it occurs, the wore 
Chan man” shall be substituted. 


(u) after sub-clause (I), the following sub-clause shall be 
inseited, namely :—. i 


“(1A) The Chairman shall periodically review thi 
number of workers required in each category 
and shall take suitable action to adjust the num 
her with the approval of the Central Govern- 
ment \ 


‘Yen) r<*d>»rtion M his p w and/or revert Mm to 

the lower category”: 

in SdiHnlr-T of the Srh^e after item 1 <he fnHnw- 
Mfr item shall he inscited, namely *—- 

“fh) ha^dhrn of pf'Twnl r°rsro (i e oth^r fhnn 

hnllc rnrcml ic In^diro- Amlo^rtifur ' t fbe f'a’iro 
into Ah am the simps on the vth >rf and r T Mr 

from whorf to trft^oit 'rp-v w-n-1 vor"a 

b^ndbnp nf tM‘ c^ryo within thp t 
vnee the r e K p n r n1”'' "n th 1 * Tlorl T Mimjr 

t^o^rrl ‘"ncl ■-M'lMne m r^“r«‘«;no r, dtvo' <-nt r ifn'T f? 

of c*rf*o hnn^htip waters mder the P<vt Thu* ” 
p 7 . No thtc/io^i t rn 

fcFsjt 20 1982 

WTo WTo 22 7. —FIV 4-( J |'l *d”t rfpT WflT ffiFTtJFT ffTT 

faftwr ) 1985 ffrr wuftepr % fan- 'mp 

siwt irfffr ffntffTR (f'-fdMr-f fqfrpTrrff’) 

WfafaffW 1948 ( 19 48 ffT 9) fffl OTTf 4 spV 

( 1) liTTTff gTffffv % ffWff 

’flT qfPTfff tTTIvlT (fffTffSff W) T?f WfWTTT 
ffffo srio 2246 ffifta ?9 wf, 1982 % watff 
WITfl % Trsm WTff 2, iffTg- 3 ; (ii) cfl t W 

19 3pT, 19 82 % 2317—19 ffT ffTltVra' qft 

% 7T3irTcr if SRmJFT wV 

^ wfffk fffy BWTftfr ^ ^ jnfV 

" -wriffcMf % WT^T sftT WPt ffTk W f3FT% 


1085 C.I/82—25, 
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Efa EEE nfafa 5 SjElf, 1982 fa EEET TT 
EERSE TTT fqqT ETT *TT f 

Ek 'ERT ETTR TT WTET if ETE ETTq fa 

faf ETfa wk ^sttt qua far gn | ; 

ET. sit %faq TRTR, ttt EfafaEE fa etpi 
4 Tf EqSTRT ( 1) fTRT ETcE TfarEf TT SPTpT ERE 
gp RPC^rmf fan fafaR (fEttwE tt PfawE), 
T°EiTT 19 65 TT Ek EETETE TEE T fan ffaqfafaq 
fatE EETEt t, WETkr:- 

1. EfSRT ETE Ek TRW .*—EE *faE T1 wftRcT 
EPT ETEEETET TIT TETR (fEETWE T1 frfEEEE) 
#m fatE ; 1982 I I 

2. Ek^ETEt faT tetr (fTrkrE tt fEfEEEE) 

fatE 1965 E, 

(1) RR 6 % RTIE EE fERifaffaT ROE RET 
EIRET, EEfa v :- 

6 TTfanfRTf EN E'E TEETRfR TT EET 
% ffaFEE far fa Ek EEfa fEEffa, 

(1) TR, faETTffaf ER ER fafafaR % 
ER if EET % fnREE Ek fa faET E’Efa 
tee eet wfaf % Froste wk fa fa & 
fa Eg 3 Vt EEfa fEffa TT E%Er: 

ere fa# fafa trtr % fa wfafa t? fEEr 

EET TT# EE faWE fat Tfa faETT faTTEE WEE, 

wfaf fa ®RTT faEW fa TRET Tin qffarq wk 

TE% EftTT fa I 

(2) EffaTTfafa faT ER TEErfTER TT fRRfT=l 

fakr it eet fwT faqw q?wr Efafsrq % Rett 

Eeest 3R1 fa wrfat : 

ETR 1 WRIST %fafa ETTTT % 5 # ETqkE % fTET 
rt qfa et fEfafa fat farr Feett Efkwwq wee- 
vRcff fa fafaR fa*rg fa qqTq ^nr qf^rw wh 
TU wf'cTT fi : 

TRcj qft wr fqr et wet iT wter Tt wrfq 
% Fee Tkf % trw %i fTwt furr qT fqqfTT % 
fWE TRET TRTR TT W^JERT WTERTT Eft RRTT |”; 

( 2 ) EUT 8 it,— 

(t) ttr'R (t), (r), (t) wr (e) tt nftq 

fTTl WTETl I 

(et) TTRR ( 5 ) % RITE TT fERfwfWE 
Eq’TR RTT E1EET, W«rt^:— 

"( 5 ) ROT 6 % Eq^?£tt % EtftE fE 


qqlr % *plE wt e^tV t ETTi ;”; 

( 3 ) R'R 10 ^ gq ROU ( 1 ) ir,- 

(t) ET (t) sftq (r) % REn TT fERTfEfRE 
ET Rf- qrmft, EER:— 

"(T) TFERTt WR ^Tf^ErfEE W^STTWt ^ 
ttFet qrfrEOT $ tree %krq etttt: t ^fEEkE 
it fTfEE ETEt % E'cfiE TE'TTTf TT ETTT fETE TRE 1 
Wk fTEt ETE TT TiE'HR E Tt E# TETRt # 
EEET TT EEE EEE qH EET ETETET E 3 TET ET EETET ,* 

(R) fTEt EE^f it TETRT Tf fTE r fEfEfER EEET 
% fTEt fETEfTR WEtE % fan sgwqTEr Tffafl'TTE 
Tt ETjfa kr;"; 

(4) EE 17 % ETETE fEcqfafaq EET ROE 
WE: RnfqE fTET ETpET, WET^:- 

“ 17 T: WEET EEEt (t) ERST Tt EE eFeT 
l>faft fa EE faEf TEE % Efafw TETRT TT EE 
EEE if faEir TETRtf Tt TET ?, Ef^lfEElfaE T^ 
fa ^E EET TE EE % EETE ^n fa-qr TRET 

fa ifa EfwfEEfaE E fq®fa EET t! EE^ft E qfat 
ET EffEERff it fEE EfT pEEt 1 

fRTE: EfE falE T EE STEE if faEit TEt | ET^T 
ET EEfEET TE % ET EETEERW 7 EC 5 ET % 
WWTE ET faET EIEE 1 WEtfT TfEREE Rfa?T 
% ^ETEPEfTE faET TTEET WR EE^ 
TIE EEETE Tt ET fat EERT WR E^fEEiWf 
Tt EE% fair ^EfarT EE 5 T TT ETfsTE faET 
EJTET I 

(e) EWST TT E? Et wfEE faEt fa ETT— 
ERjEfaT q?EE ?ETE % wfaffaT TETRt TT EE 
TEE it EfqfEEtfaq JR fa'Eit TETRt Tt TEt t fa.^ 
fa R TT t WEtE X%X pJE farjj jrrnqr fa EE 
EfEfaEm ir fqBfar im qft Efafr ir Tfa et 
EE fEET it fat Eft ftEt"; 

( 5) Roy 1 8 it,— 

(i) "ETE” E 5 E T 7 ETE EE, Eft fat TE WTTT|, 
"ESEST” E 5 E EET ETEET I 

(it) EERRT ( l) T qTETE fREfafaE EqRR ?RT 
EIEWT, WEfa:— 

"(t) W«EST, EcET Efa it fafaq 
TETRT Tt faET TT TTfarE : JEffatTE 
TfaT Et’ TfatE ETTTT: #r EfatEE 
ir EE EEET TT EETERTE Tfa T fan 
EEETE TREfa faET l”; 
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(e) wn 19 ir,— 

(i) (3) Jr 'W' % w tt 

“ste^st” ste? T'srr 3rr'?jrr ; 

(ii) (4) % w?H ffT prt^f^ra 3 T- 

i$<rs mi :- 

"( 4 ) fRlT tft 5R*T if fsraii TEE TTRPR 
qtf T?T ?T vf’T % ^rwYR fW 4Tr 

i\ spi^ -ii vrffj- ^t| sr? mmmr tr «r< $t qrr 

*«rr*ff 5rk <r, wrijfto tretr qnrfaT ii Threjtea 

spiff ir if fi fi Tfirnfr 1 ff*j <rfc frr'irwft Rod 
ftrrg ^Rr mtnifr tetri % frm if vMw 
sfrqsprc | at fr% sqf^rfire qnfffrrf ft % 

srfff^r ^r-TRffti tfR Tf^r^tffT faRi sn^ffi f 
RrTdTRRT % IR-fTrf uf? Sfsqffw fftr 3TR % fed 
ffanrrc % ^f^nif tt fi 

fWT if ffftEF a#Rpff ft KW4WT ?f ft TfePTR 
^rniWr % rffeRR if arfacfeT ft f 

% toh ftsfr '*ffi ft ri gffr 1 

( 7 ) rr 35 % F’TT'f <tt ftcrfaftn wt -sfrcrnr, 

“35 -crrmfr Rrf?r : m frl street 

RTTR *PPf f ffTT tjqfeqff ft ftr foqft 
qrRom 1 , ^ ffife fW# fefe fi S'rfwn 
l^r & strut d ft fr% Jfr «rif d m m 
at ^ <jf tir 3? ER?n 471 serr 
fsp^ ^ 5 ih % ftsfra rfr §tr ff d§ yet 
qrrO if dif-pri t| ffx feqr ^rrf ter 
tffrar fmmft srfTR f< l” ; 

( 8 ) ms 3 6 f ? 5 4 T f f T r fdrdfRferd m\ TRET. 

?rfR : — 

"3 6. vfczil -5RTT TETR frjfi qtr fr TT# 

'O 

g3Tf fffr ft rpl Rar ir 11 fed f 
d-tdfeT srtrt m fhrr fnrr, 
srii sm HW47RT ftff % ir frf<ra 

fr fir ft 7 f aft fit 1 

aiof f wtfra fwr wt fr| frtr jjf 
‘ 32 % ?ffiR aa-rira f?R f 
far 1 " ; 

(9) TTR 4 5 iff, (3) f ?‘ 4 R r R farTT- 

fffera mx arrqar, ^«iR;- 

"(3) «tr ffftrmf, iw (1) ^rr (2) % mw 
fift ft hpt% ^ fa^iT ar>ar fR aff 
riRfi^nr % q'^n aqr spfqrR 

ft m f^fciw mm, fir % q^nra 


OT47T qs qqrEiR |t srrnT | far 

qf wax qsqrjffrr pRfr fsrfsrgf <trif?r 
qrr qRti' qra if ?r^q;^ rt | fr a? 
qrfqq ffrr fq7 ^fsr^'f^a yrqr qrfqrR; 
ft ar'R 44 f qrff-T f frq 

mm aft fwmi ^rrqar f^rafr m srfaqRt 
‘ afaa anm 1 ” ; 

( 10 ) W 46 if,— 

(i) aqjgfR (1) ft m (ii) ft aqa? ( ) a) f 
"frl” mm % aara ^qr afr m strt 
I, ‘feasr” arsa aar ^f/ar 1 

(11) mm (5) if aa (a) f aaara fa^a- 

fsrrfra aa mi araat, aata :- 

"(aqr) aaf aaa a qrciff ffrr ata/aT air 
fataaR sraa ir aarrafaa aa far;’’ 1 

[qqo rfo qar at ft / 36 /si-aa 4 ] 

ato 'ffRTifraa, m afaa 

New Delhi, the 20th December. 1982 

8.0. 227.—Whereas certain draft scheme to amend thi 
Morn.ugao Dock Woke is (Regulation of Employment) 
Scheme, 19.si was published as requited by sub-section |1) 
of section 4 of the Dock Woikere (Regulation of Employ¬ 
ment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948) at pages 2317—19 of the Gazette 
of India, Part 11, Section 3, sub-section (ii) dated 19th June, 
1982 undei the notification ol the Government of India in 
the Mmisuy of Shipping and Tianspon (Tiansport Wing) 
No. S.O. 2246 damJ the 29th May, 1982 inviting objections 
and sugg stions from all poisons likely to be affected thereby, 
tilt the cxi iry of a period of 60 days from the date of 
publication ol the said notification in the Official Gazette; 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
public on the 5tb July, 1982 ; 

An I whereas no objections and suggestions have been le- 
ceived from Lhc Public on the said diaft scheme by the 
Government of India; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers confer) ed by 
sub-scc'ion (1) of section 4 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby makes the following scheme further to 
amend the Moimugao Dock. Workers (Regulation of Em¬ 
ployment) Scheme, 1965; namely :— 

1. Short title and commencement.—This Scheme may be 
called the Mormugao Dock Workers (Regulation of Em¬ 
ployment) Amendment Scheme, 1982. 

2. In the Mormugao Dock Workers (Regulation of Em¬ 
ployment) Scheme, 196J, 

(1) for clause 6, the following clause shall be substituted, 
namely:— 

“6. Terms and conditions of service and appointment of 
officers and other staff. 

(1) The Board may prescribe the verms and conditions 

of service including those o£ salaiies and allow¬ 
ances, as it may deem fit, in respect of officers 
and other members of staff : 

Provided that no post the maximum salary of 
which exclusive of allowances is rupees one thou¬ 
sand six hundred and fifty and above per mensem 
shall be cieated by the Board except with the 
previous approval of the Central Government. 

(2) The appointment of ofliceis md other members 

of stuff shall be made by the Chairman except 
as otheiwise provided for elsewhere m the 
Scheme; 
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Provided that no appointment to posts the 
maximum salary oi' which exclusive of allow¬ 
ances is rupees one thousand six hundred and 
fifty and above per mensem shall be made by 
the Chairman except with, the previous approval 
of the Central Government: 

Provided further that the approval of the Cen¬ 
tral Government shall not be necessary to any 
appointment in a leave vacancy cf a duration 
of not more than one moath." 

(2) m clause 8, 

(a) sub-clauses (a), (b), (c) and (k) shall be deleted. 

(b) for sub-clause (1), the following sub-clause shall be 

substituted, namely 

‘(1) subject to the provision of clause 6, sanction to 
creation of posts;” 

1,3) in clause 10, in sub-clause (1), 

(a) for items (a) and (b) the following item shall be 
substituted, namely :— 

“(a) to fix the number of workers under various cate¬ 
gories and to increase or decroasa the number 
of workers in any category on the Register from 
time to time as may he necessary after a periodi¬ 
cal review of Registers and anticipated require¬ 
ments with the pievious approval of the Central 
Government; 

(b) to sanction the temporary registration of a speci¬ 
fied number of workers in any category for a 
specified period;” 

(4) after clause 17, the fallowing now clause shall be in¬ 
serted, namely:— 

17A. Interchangeability.—(a) The Chaiiman shall have 
power to deploy surplus workers in a category, to 
the category wheiein there is a shortage of woikexs, 
subject to the condition that such deployment will 
not lead to reduction in the wages or loss of 
benefit from the past service ; 

Note.—If the category of Scheme in which there 
is a shortage carries lower wage or benefit, tiansfer 
will bo made on the basis of seniority, junior-most 
person being transferred and the wages and benefits 
being enjoyed by them protected as personal to 
them. 

(b) The Chairman shall also have the powei to deploy 
any surplus woikcr employed under the Monnugao 
Port Trust m a category in which there is a short¬ 
age subject to the condition that deployment will 
not lead to reduction in the wages or loss of bene¬ 
fit from past set vice ; 

(5) in clause 18, 

(ij for the word “Board’’ wherever it occurs, tho word 
'‘Chaiiman” shall be substituted. 

(ii) after sub-clause (1) the following sub-clause shall 
be inserted, namely :— 

The Chairman shall peiiodically review the 
number of workers required in each category and 
shall take suitable action to adjust the number 
with the approval of the Central Government.” 

16) in clause 19, 

ti) in sub-clause (3) for the word “Board”, the word 
“Chairman” shall be substituted ; 

(ii) for sub-clause (4) the following sub-clause shall bo 
substituted, namely 

“(4) Any fresh recruitment, whether on a temporary 
ot permanent basis, in any category in which 
dock workers have alteady been registered under 
the scheme shall be done from amongst the 


workers registered with the local Employment 
Exchange. If, however, there is a surplus in any 
category of workers employed by the Mormugao 
Port Trust, such surplus workers may be trans¬ 
ferred and registered under this Scheme. After Lhe 
transfer, if the requirement exceeds the number 
of suitable men available, on the register of the 
Employment Exchange on the day of the requi¬ 
sition, direct recruitment may be made after absorb¬ 
ing suitable men from the Employment Exchange 
register." 

(7) for clause 35, the following shall be substituted, name¬ 
ly 

”35. Disappointment Money.—Where a worker in the 
reserve poo) presents himself for work and for any 
reason the work for which he has attended cannot 
commence or proceed, he shall be entitled to full 
time rate wages, subject to the condition that he is 
available throughout the shift and accepts alternative 
employment if provided.” 

(8) for clause 36, the following shall be substituted, nam«- 


“36 Holidays_-Each worker shall be entitled in a year 

to 11 holidays with pay at such rates as may be 
prescribed by the Board including all such days 
which shall not exceed 7 in a year as are declared 
by the Board as closed holidays. Any payment under 
this clause shall beiexclusive of payment calculated 
under clause 32. 

(9) in clause 45, for sub-clause (3), the following shall be 
substituted, namely:— 

“(3) The Labour Officer shall consider any matter under 
sub-clause (1) or (2) and if. aftor preliminary investi¬ 
gation and after giving reasonable opportunity to 
the worker of being heard, he is satisfied that the 
registered dock woiker has failed to comply with 
a lawful order as aforesaid, pass an order that tho 
registered dock worker shall not be paid under 
clause 44 fqr such period as Labour Officer thinks 
fit.” 

(10) In clause 46, 

(i) in sub-clause (ii)(b), for the word ‘Boaid’ wherever 

it occurs, the word ‘Chairman’ shall be substituted. 

(ii) in sub-clause (5), after item <c), the following shall 

be substituted, namely :— 

“(ca) effect reduction in his pay and/or revert him to 
lower category.” 

I’E. No. LDG/36/81-L.JVJ 
V. SANKARALINGAM, Dy. Secy, 


(ffitaeff fTRET) 
fccTt, ■ 2 6 31W* 1982 

fTo Sir® 22 8.—%“TTT 9TTTT if, tfRC 

w* (sofa sifc farm) 1957 (1957 cr 

20) T 7 arm 4 tt mam (1) % sraTfr «rmi % 
frem 'ATT 2, 3, mqc (ii)., cirtter 12 femm 

81 fr srffiTfwtT irmre % gistf 

RfHETT (^famfWPT) cr srfEP^IdT B'o ffilo tflo 
3353 cfRteT 24 fJWT, 1981 SKI ^rffT^Tr 
it siwfr ft Tftsfa ft 1010,00 m 

(*!Wr) 7 1 T 40 8.72 (*PT<W) ff 

tt vrm m ^ftt €r «ft ; 
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WtT %gffq g^qR qT ggr^R gqT | fq 3 g 
»jfTr ?r grq-qr gfgsrrg t ; 

gg:, *r«r %gfrq grqir, qtqgr grcg e,rg (qgg 
sffr fqqTg) srfafqqg 1957 (1957 ^t 20) €1 

tTTTr 7 T4 gcrsrRT ( 1) 3771 qqg qfgqf qT sqm 
qw ?g# sn^ijqr ii gfsgfqra 1010.00 qq? 
(gqgq) in 4 o 8.72 (gggg) gTq qr gg: 
gfg tt qsfg W‘T% % wqJr w gtt ^gqr $gt | 1 

fgrgq-i. sr-J stftr^qqr % ggtq grg qrg gorq 
®pt f'TTt'iT'iT, gqrq-q, fsnftarn (fgfR) % qrqfgq 
Jr gr gmr fgrraq 1, qrgfgg qrgg ffiz, qgqfrrq 
qrqrgq if mrr ?j*pr qrqqt^fg fgfSrgs ( --rrgpg 
v^m) qggqr qrgg, qrgt ((??rr ) % qrqfgq Jr 
fqqr qr gqgT | i 

fjrrr<jr-2. qwqr snTq etq (gqg *fh fqqrg) 
gfafqqg, 1957 (i 9 5 7 qq 20) qfrsrpr 8 % gq^m 
qr *m sqrg grqR fqgr qrar I fqgir fqrqfqfaa 
gqsrfajg | — 

8(1) qr£ sirffR oft fqgft ijfg Jr fggq) agger 
ottt 7 % qifro qfsr^qqr faqgfr qf |, 

* f?gqa sfggqrgr % fqqr% w n gig 
feq 5?7 tfrerc gpj 4 ijfa gr gg% fqgr grq 
qr ggr \fg ir qr gg rt. fq?£t gfaqm gr 
qqq fqo, grq q grt Jr grgfa qg g%gr 1 
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^T^qrq—?g gm % gggqqq qg wqffr qft 
grqt qrgqt fq qt$ Rfq fqgt qfq Jr qrqgr qrqrqq 
q fag qqq' ?jqq qfqqrrf qrgr qrqar f sfk ggt 
gfqqrtj qiarq grqrt qr fVgr sgq sgpq qr g£r 
qqqr gifaq 1 

(2) qqqm .(1) % qqrq q?qq mqfg gajg 
qrfqqTtl q‘r fqf^q qq ir qr qroqT q> 7 : g^q qrfff- 
qrd qrqfrrqqf qr ?qq qq qrq qr qr fqfq vw>m\ 
jnj g^rqrf qT qqgq tqr sftq iJqr qqt qrqffiqf qr 
gqq % qqqT^ rfrq qq) qf^Tq, qrq, qfq' q^ % 
qqq % qqqrq qt qq qrqqqq »q?rqr t q? qT m 
ijm 7 qi qq'qnrr (1) q qqtq qf^qq ijfq q 
qr oqV ^fg g qr gg gr ^7 grgqRlr % gqg Jr gq 
fgqrs qr ggt ^fg % ftfgg sqff qr rJgt «ffg g qr 

gg g< q gfqqrqf q gqq g ■qrqfTrqf qq gqqr 
fgqrfqgf «flq ggq qr gf qrqqrqT q qfgro 
gf^q fqfgg fgrtf ^atg gqqK qt gg% fqfqqqq % 
fgg qgr 1 

( 3 ) ?g tJFJ % qqrqqr q fgg q? *qfg; f^gfr 
vjfg g %rq® gg«TT qrg-rr qt qfaqr g qT 
qiqr qqq qT qqqrr ^tqr gfq qfq qr qgt '^fg g 
qr gg qr qfferqR ^ 'qfufqqq % gqVq qf%q qr 
fgg grg 1 ” 

trrgq-3- %rstq gqqH q, wrr fgqqq, 1, 
qgjfgg ?rgg q^qw qt ggr wftrfgqg % gertg 
gerg srrfgqTxt fgqq fqqr | i 


qtgr>qr q'Jtw■ qqqjt i, les-j/'rtq 11 , 1 eo 1 


gft ^ft rgrq fgwio—i (qgrrg’jr) 
(qf^qt qnqmr qtqgr w'g) 
fq^T ^nqt qrg (fq^R ) 


fr?g go 'uqrq 36/82 
qrfrn. 3-5-1932 


(fggJr gfqg qtgrg qg-ft ^fgqfgg^g||) 


gift sifgqR 

qg qrg 

go 

qr-rr 

qrgTgo 

fqgT 


fOTfgqr 

1. gqtgqt 

qt+T gfq 

155 

^qrgtqTg 

610.01 

gpr 

2. ggggr 

qgqr qrq 

156 

gqRtqTq 

399.99 

mq 


|.g rgq 

T ■ 1 


1010.00 






qqq (gggg) 



qr 



408.72 






tqrq (gggg) 



rgg gftgfr g fqq qrg qrg qgg gqqfq 
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3T-4! rth srlr q'u'Frr wet: tItr- 

f?TcT m*rr % orreft I ®ft7 srrcfcfFfl 

fsr^ V 77 fffvETT | I 

[<BTo 3° 19/53/82-HN Crpfo] 
ftra ctstt ttFstj 
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imr srstg r Pee — 

HfaT zfOH : 

W'-m f*?f TIE IjffHTt t WT 788, 790, 

789, 791 Sffa 802 % ?TE7 7T=ft | [WT 
hre (sufa Hit Pepw) 

1957 sntr 9 ( 1 ) % sp4>t hrm ■JprPfi 

3% hptt: sfferfirr ntor hipt! &] h'T7 

fsTJ V '17 frr^Trfr I I 

Jj-q HPT ^frpft if ETT3 TmEF 802, 521, 
439 % §737 <^17 WET 438 ffit 73%, 


ffVffT 

% TTW 



113 % 

jfVr 

f7i7 l 7Tf£ iTTi 

134, 

146 # 

•37T7) 

Ttfff 


>Rrrj 

tfJsTfT 118 , 

l 62, 

163 

160, 

15 8, 

181, 

, 194 

, 196, 

195, 

281, 

2 80, 

287, 

288, 

272. 

, 620, 

5 4 4, 

546, 

551, 

5 5 2, 

5 5 7, 

5 5 8, 

563, 

5 62, 

644, 

645, 

643, 

646, 

732 

sftT 75 5 % 

3TF7 


WEft | |Wr sffmr hr-tt war (h^et w)t 
fH=pm) hihette ifi 57 7% mtr 9(1) % 
H3>T HmE| ^TT ffif Hm: ^farfal 

rfmr Wn rwr |] h |7 fa--| Y 77 jwfr | 1 

7-3 7737 HPT 7prEfi ir scptYt Eit % »rm: Hip 

flNTT % OPT-RW 3 TRfr | HIT Y 37 

faHcfl t I 

7-3 wr 3 m yfYfr sfrr 773VIT rtf tYrth mm 

% nm-TTW WEE | hV< fa?f V 77 ffffffff 

I < 

y-H T«rr hth srcrcT sftt mmm t( 3137: nfm- 
pET Him % m«HTT«T WTcft | HIT faj V 
77 fYreft | 1 

797 nm snmTi % hsutt: ioso, 947, 

951, 1059, 1061, 1056, 1059, 972, 

, 1081, 1048, 1031, 1050, 1031, 200, 

199, 88, 199 H*|T 200 % §t3T tariff tfYrjxff 
339 77 "J7? TftBT % HT3-7T3 TEH | SfV. 
V 77 pTTHT I I 

tf-H-Ti 75TTq; 3m 77TTT % Hire HWTEP 3 39, 196, 
198, 89, 64, 65, 71, 78, 77, 78, 71 

tft7 70 % srrdt' | stY fej %’ 77 

famf! £ 1 . 

*r—®T 7HT 3m T777T eVe 7’tTPTT sfft HTffff: 3fm- 

Ptt Yet % hth-bin mrEfr | Yu fag Y 
97 fYrY ^ 1 


MINISTRY OF ENERGY 

(Department of Coal) 

New Delhi, the 26th October, 1982 

S.O. 228.—Wheicr.s by the notification of the Govern¬ 
ment of India in the Ministry of Energy (Department of 
Coal) No. S.O. 3353 dated the 24th November, 1981, pub¬ 
lished in the Gazette of India, Part Tl, section 3, sub-section 
(ii) dated the 12th December, 1981, under sub-section (1) of 
Rcction 4 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition & Deve¬ 
lopment) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Central Government 
gave notice of its intention to prospect for coal in 1010.00 
acres (approximately) or 408.72 hectares (approximately) 
of the lands In the locality specified in the schedule ap¬ 
pended to that notification; 

And whereas the Central Government is satisfied that 
coal is obtainable in the Haid lands; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 7 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Ac¬ 
quisition & Development) Act, 1957 (20 of 1957), the Cen¬ 
tra] Government hereby gives notice of its intention to 
acquire the said lands measuring 1010.00 acres (approximate¬ 
ly) or 408.72 hectares (approximately) described in the Sche¬ 
dule appended hereto; 

Note 1.—The plan of the area covered by this notification 
may be inspected in the Office of the Deputy Commissioner, 
Hazaribagh (Bihar) or in the Office of the Coal Controller, 
i. Council House Street, Calcuttta-1 or in he Office of the 
Central Coalfiolds Limited (Revenue Section), Darbhanga 
House, Ranchi (Bihai). 

Note 2.—Attention is heicby invited to the provisions of 
section 8 of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition and De¬ 
velopment) Act, 1957, (29 of 1957), which provides as loi- 
lows ; 

8(1) Any peison interested in any land in icspect of which 
a notification under section 7 has been issued may, within 
thiity hays of the issue of (he Notification, object to the 
acquisition of the whole or any part of the land or of any 
right in or over such land. 

Explanation.—It shall not be an objection within the mean¬ 
ing of this section for any person to say that he himself 
dcsiies to undej take mining operations in the land for the 
production of coal and that such operations should not bo 
undertaken by the Central Government or by any other 
prison. 

(2) Every objection under sub-section (1) shall be made 
to the competent authority in writing, and the competent 
authority shall give the objector an opportunity of being 
heard either in person or by a legal practitioner find shall, 
after hearing all such objections and after making such fur¬ 
ther inquiry, if any. as he thinks necessary, either make a 
repent in respect of the land which has been notified under 
sub-section (1) of section 7 or of rights in or oxer such 
land, or make different reports in respect of different parcels 
of such land or of rights in or over such land, to the Cen¬ 
tral Government, containing his recommendations on the 
objections, together with the record of the proceedings hcLd 
by him, for the decision of that Government. 

(3) For the purposes of this section, a person shall be 
deemed to be inteiested in land who would be entitled to 
claim an interest in compensation if the land or any right* 
in or over such land were acquired under this Act”. 

Note 3—The Coal Controller, 1, Council House Street, 
Calcutta, has been appointed by the Central Government a* 
the competent authority under the Act. 
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SCHEDULE 

Drg. No. Rev/36/82 dated 3-54982 
'(showing lands to bo acquired). 

Unman Block Extension-! (Balrampur) 

(South Karanpura Coalfield). 

Dist. Hazaribagh (Bihar) 


Serial 

No. 

Village 

Thank 

Thana No. 

District 

Area 

Remarks 

77 

2 . 

Urimari 

Jarjara 

Barkagaon 

Bark igaon 

155 

156 

II tz iribagti 

1 > 

610.01 

399-99 

Part 

It 


Total area ; 1010,00 Acres (approximately) 

or 408.72 Hectares (approximately) 

Plot numbers to bo acquired in village Urimari : 

1 to 133,148 (part), 149 to 157,15S(part), 159,160(part), 161,162(p a rt), 163(part), 181(paU), 194<part), J95(part), I96(part), 197 ‘to 
271,772(part), 273 to 279, 2S0(patl), 281 (part), 787 (part), 288<pirt), 313 (part), 439(part), 440 to 520, 521(part), 522, 544(pa,t), 545, 
546(pait), 547 to 550, 551(part), 552(part), 554 to 556; 557(part), 558(part), 561, 562(part), 563(part), 564 to 619, 620(parf), 621 to 642*. 
643(part), 644{p a rt), 645(part), 646(part), 732(part), 733 to 751, 753, 754, 755(part), 767, 768, 769, 770, 771, 772, 77.3, 774, 777, 778, 780* 
782, 783, 784, 785, 786, 787, 788(p*rt), 789(p a rt). 790(part), 791 (part), 802(part), & 803. 

Plot numbers to be acquiied in village Jarjara 

64(parl), 65(part), 70(part), 71(part), 72 to 76, 77(part), 78(part), 79 to 87, 88(part), 89(pavt), 196(part), 197, 198(part), 199, 
(part), 200(part), 339(part), 947( p art), 951(part), 972(part), !03!(part), 1048(part), 1050 (part), 1051, 1052, 1053, 1054, 1055, 1056 
(part) 1059(part), 1060 (part), 1061(part) & 1075. 

Boundary Description 

A—B line passes through plot numbers 783, 7)0, 789, 791 & 802 in village Urimari (which forms part common bouudary 

of the Urimari Block acquired u/s 9(1) of the Coal Bearing Areas (Acquisition & Development) Act, 1957 and meets 
at point ‘B\ 

B—C line passes through plot numbers 802, 521,439, along the northern boundary of plot number 438 through plot number 

313 than along th« northern bnundaVy of plot numbers 134, 146’ through plat numbers 148, 162, 163, 160, 158,181 
194, 196, 195, 281, 280’ 287, 288, 272, 620, 544, 546, 551, 552, 557, 558, 563, 562, 644, 645, 643, 646, 732 & 755 
villag* Urimari (Maich form part common boundary of Urimari Block acquired u/s 9(1) of the Coal Bearing Arear 
(Acquisition & Development) Act, 1957 aud meets at point ’C’. 

C- -D lino passe* along the part left bank of Damodar River in village Urimari and masts at point, ‘ D’. 

D—E line passes along the common boundary of villages Urimari and Garsula and moots at point ’E’. 

E—F lino passes along the part common boundary of villages Jarjara & Garsula and meets at point ‘F\ 

F—G line passscs through plot numbers 1060, 947, 951, 1059, 1051, 1056, 1059, 972, 1031, 1048, 1031, 1050, 1031, 200, 

199, 88, 199 & 200 eastern boundary of plot number 339 in village Jarjara and meets at point ‘G*. 

G—H—I lines pass through plot numbers 339, 196, 198, 89, 64, 65, 71, 78, 77, 78, 71 & 70 in village Jarjara a n d meets at 

Point T. 

J ~J line passojhlong th# part common boundary of villages Jarjiua Si Potanga and meets at point T. 

J ~A line passes along.the part common boundary of villages Urimari & Potanga and meets at starting point ‘A’. 



qfzTtr 

2 1982 

'FU WTo 229 -t—^ ffR^ 19 

1982 % 3TT3T 2, STS 3, SWT (ii) if 2302- 
2307 TT sr^Tf^Tfr 'RTTff"(TFETT % .uwJ? 

(Tlw fwnr) xA tTfSFfTTr TT O iffo f(o 2241 
efHfa 4 ^4, 1982 A :— 


LNo. 19/53/82-CL] 
SWARAN SINGH, Under Secy. 

% PTP7 TT "tJITT ffo n [$f 

ff EvT ^Vl(^)/III/^o ?TRo/i97- 

0881 Ti” T? I 

(2) urtflTJT ITH if f faff* ‘T‘T c TT^ ffSJiT if : — 

(^) “259 (*THT) % 261 cW, 262/2” % 

"259 (flT*r) % 261 (vmr) 262/1, 

26 2/2” T? I 

(ii) "277 % 291 V aft FRF” % WT <TC "277 ^ 
291 cHT" qf I 


■^3 23 03 <TT 

( 1 ) ‘V A ^fr 

Tt'TH'vft lft-l(|)/III/M mX 197-088/^7” 


( 3 ) HU) t ftrer tTE C5TTC 

A :— 

(*P) TT “l/l”qr®| 
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(U) 

“3/1, 

, 3/3 % ^r qq " 3/1 ^ 

3/3 

qq” 


qf' 1 






(q) 

" 16 /; 

17 (VTR)” 

% PTR 

qq 

“16/1, 

17 


(*TR 

)” qf 1 





(^) 

"7 4, 

85, 76 jl” 

% qqR 

qr 

"7 4, 

7 5, 


7 6/1' 

’ qf 1 





( 4 ) 

"qm 

qf?Rfr Jf qfqq fqn; ^rr r^ ^Tnq -’ 1 


% qqR q^ "hr 

qr^tff J 

r qfsrq ffriT irrr 


L "fTti 

fRqrr” qf 

1 




( 5 ) 

UR 

qRTjq Jf qffq fqrff 

C7 TTZ 

rfqqf^ Jf 


“59, 61 Jl 66 fpp” % RRqr “59, 60 

(»rrq), 61 JT 6 6 <T4>” qf I 

2304 qq— 

( i ) Tfncr Jr ftrir rt o TT? q 

“62 % 63 TT” % RR qq "62 JT 73 
qq” qf | 


(’aT) "20l/l 202 201/3 (qR” ^ P4R qq 

" 201 / 1 , 201/2 201/3 («TPT)” Tfl 

( 3) STfRfT HR f 3Tf%R %rr qq qJRfT 

if "275p, 274 jfV 276 Jf 277” % ?«TR 9T 

"275 % 275 ff, 2 76 ijlC 277“ qf I 

(4) gqqr qr+r Jr uTr fTo qa cffe ff«qrarJf. 
“seer, 68 ff’’ ^ iRPi qq “68 0 [, 68 «fr” 
qf 1 

( 5 ) TfqT qR Jf ?rf%q fqrrr qrr fr s qfqr if: 

(qi) “157 t 147 qqi“ % rr qq “ 137 ' Jr 
147 ciqi” . qf I 

( 5 ) 159?” % WR qq “ 1 58 T” qf I 

(6) qPrr qmr Jt : 

* 

(qr) q-q f "ra?3 ra % ?«rrr qq 
“qqiqaqj RJr’ 1 qf 1 


( 2 ) rfrqr Jf :— 

(qr) rit b-r-st Jf” qpqpjq” % wh ix "nm 

sfFmix" qf ) 

(sr) Rrr “n-z-zi-z-s" % p*ir qq vr-q— 
zl-z-w" qf 1 

(q) fisrr "q-R-q-q-er” % rr qq "q-q 
qi-q-q” qf 1 

(q) ^rr "q-qi-qr” % rr qq "q-qi-qr” 
qf 1 

( 3 ) "m” Jf :— 

(1) "(Jqatqi rfo rffo rr?fo/qro q?ro ffo/ 

jrf °-l(f)/lll/ qRo/l 97-08 8/<S)" 

% qqR qq “(Jqrtqr fo fr<> tT^ 0 / 
qfo p^to 3 fro/rfV'i(^)/iii/f o (nr°/i 97 - 

088i «r” qf 1 

(2) wtfo 2 Jf imr fq tpt «rw % sfr% 
“q^rRr”- $ wn qq "an^rfr" qf sftq 
qfff fr q? WST q^ffi f ^ 4 % 
om qq “ qrgtpfr ” qf 1 

T 5 ® 2305 qq 

( 1 ) fqr ^ Jf "2331.46 % pqR qq 

"2331,48 qf 1 „ 

(2) q?mqqq qm Jf srf^R fw ^ 

Jf : 

(qr) (199/1 fo 199/5 qqr” % rr qq "199/1 
JT 199/5 mp ’ 1 qf 1 


(g) q-T 2 Rfl jf "q|ff ?rt< qqff ffrqf % 
wr qq 'f|qf qfq wrt Jf” of 1 

(qi) J:<qr q-q-q-qi-qif:— 

“201/1, 201/2, 201/V’ % pqR qq “202/1 
20 2/2, 20l/3” ffq "201/11, *241/12, 

203 / 1 " % ptR qq " 201 / 11 , 201 / 1 . 2 , 203 " 

' —<-TI 

qf 1 

[T° 19/ 117/81-frqq] 

ffo nqqrrq, fqfmfr 


(Department of Coal) 


CORRIGENDj|M 


New Delhi, the 2nd December, 1982 


S.O, 229.—In the notification of the Government of 
India In the Ministry of Energy (Department of Coal) No. 
S.O, 2241 dated 4th June, 1982 published at pages 2305— 
2307 of the Gazette of India, Part n, Section 3, Subjection 
(ii) dated the 19th June, 1982, at page 2307,— 


(1) (a) in column 1, in line 13, for "36”, read “37”. 

(b) in column 2, line J, for “Manoi” road “Manoli”: 

(2) in schedule “B”, 

(a) against serial number 1, under the column “Govt. 

land”, for “40.2” read‘ , ‘4.02”, 

(b) under the heading “Plot numbers acquired in 

villege Daheli”,—■ 

(i) for “49B” read “149B”. 

(ii) for “171A, 172B” read “171A, 171B, 172A, 
172B”, 


[No, 19/117/81-CL] 
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IKn 


CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 30th October, 19S2 

* 

S.O. 230.—In the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Energy (Department of Coal), No. S.O. 
3353, dated the 24th November, 1981, published m the 
Gazette of India, part II, section 3, sub-section (ii), dated 
the 12th December, 1981, at page 3824, 

Under the heading boundary description, In line 7, 

for “part along part" 
read “along part” 

{No. 19/12/81-CLJ 

S.O. 231.—In notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Energy (Department of Coal) No, S.O. 
1924 dated the 1st May, 1982, published in the Gazette of 
India, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated May 29, 
1982,— 

At page 2113 (i) in the first column, in line 32, 

for “It hnll not be" 
read “It shall not be”, 

(li) in the second column in line 61 
for “village Muspa” 
read “village Murpa". 

{No. 19/30 J82-CLJ 
P, SARKAR, Director 


(irw-mr »W) 

fit 17 fifiTfiT, 1982 

fifio WT° 232.—trsfTp- 

■sffi impfr % SfiifiJ Jr firtr f^rrr ^rr^t % fa 77 

uv EtirrErn'fi $T-Tr, ^irrf<r ~,rc firmrirft, 

1951 % 434 (iii) (filfif) Sr srftfsrcr ft, fasra- 

fim % fififfip - q#r Jr fwnfr fit «r 7 mT f%fi ?fWf 
fit %r fifir-rfr «r>, tut «tt 

f% fiffi Tfif fifitl Jr firlt STTfiftT ftV fir fifit 
fiirrfi ftf fit fi ss r % sTfinfififi rr mxm Jr 

30 ffifif % "fi.fi 7 : imr srnrffr/gmfi Hfi t ; 

V\T sjffi? fififi fifirtmTCfi fiTfififit) % 

fbftr 31 - 7-82 % tfefifi Tfifififi % fafiWST ESfiTT'fi 
fifir 3 1 - 7 -s 2 % «rrifi fifitffi % ffisrfifiTfr fin;737 Jr 
smffifi fit; 

fit 7 : ffa fififi ^finT % Jr TfifirtJTTfi fi fitft 

filfifrlfiT fit? qsrTfi fipfi rift) £7 ; 

fifi: fifi fififfififiTfifit% ffififi 434(iii) (fitfit) 
5ifir 5rf%ufit *pt fifitfi triit jo; stt- 

fiifi tfitffifi ffiror ft firrtfir 30 - 11-82 Jr ffifififirer 

fifi EfiTfirfi fifitrfifi ’ 4 fi fififiT ftffiT : 

ffifififiTST : 

ffifififilff finfrrfifififi STfirnt fifi Efilfitfi fiTltffifi 

$5T fifr fttfiT 'fit fiCT fqfisrfirfT fifitffififi % ^TfiTfafirpt 

1085 GI/82—26. 


Jt fiffiT ft I ftfij fit tfilfitn fififitfifiT ffifififilfiT PR 

ffififi fi?r fitfirr Jr fifip: ftfifi | %f%fi ffi^ft ffifififiT? r 
ffifit ttfifi^fi fitfi fiWrPifi; ^h: tT^fifi Jr Jrfir 
fitfinfr ft fifi fifi; fifit qroffi % 5 f%<> rft« %t 
fifTfi ^t % fitfifi ft fifi fifi? Efilfiffi fi" % fifiifi- 
fit qtTfi Tftfi 1 fizrrffi ffifi PfifitfiTTfit fit fitfitfJffi; 
trqfi^fi Jr fifiT fifiET fi?f fiT ‘Pftt ft TTPt fitfiT 

Jr f^rr fifit fi-fi, ^ JrfifiT: ctfi fiti fir^itir 

fifiT fiTfifiT fits fifit 5)5 ffiio fito fi*u fifftTfi ?tfit 1 

fgTCqmfr : fit fififitfifir fifipfi hJfi fi fifi-fTfitffifi Mfi 
ffiJr ‘rrfifiCTifi fi tfif fifirfi fit fir 

7$t ft, % fiTfifi firt ft, '? fi'ir p'firfir 

5nr EfiTfita % fiTfitfiTwr % fifte 
ufi fi>6 fifir STM <T,pr 'iftfi fifi t'C fi 
ffijmTfiT tfirecf jpiTfit % fi fit fieri'pa' 
fiftf. ffiltr fiTt l 

[lio 3-2/74-fil ttfio (fitiir)] 

ministry of communications 
(p & T Board) 


New Delhi, the 17th November, 1982 

«rt 232—Whereas a public notice for revising the local 

Sh ^ to thScwsSScr, in circulation at Vijaya¬ 

wada ^inviting^ objections and suggestions from all P««ons 

S £ rnotice ffSfAiiffl 

ublk on ^Indian < Exprw», 7 m'®* 

nd on Andhra Jyotl Vijayawada Edition, dated 31-7-82. 

And Whereas no objection. suggestions have been 

eveived from the public on the said notice , 

i 

inder : 

Vijayawada Telephone Exchange System - 

The revised local area of Vijayawada multiexchange system 
hKr an a® falling under the Jurisdictions of new 
Viiavawada Municipal Corporation boundary. Provided fur- 
Lhc/tbat the Telephone Subscribers located outside 
vada City Exchange and Industrial Estate Exchange wdl conti¬ 
nue to pay local tarrifs as long as they are located within 
5 K.M.of radial distances of their individual exchange. 
Moreover, subscribers who are served from Industrial E“ 
Exchange are subjected to further restriction of Krishna nver 
n South to Km 5|5 on Bandar Road and Kannur Road and 


Note t— 

Subscribers falling in the newly defined area in Gundala 
area which are now being served by Ramavarpadu 
Exchange shall continue to be served by that ex¬ 
change system as its local area subscribers till the. 
are transferred to the exchange in Vijayawadi 
Telephone System. 

[No. 3-2/74-PHB' (Pt 
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wto srro 233 .SrFrw i*r*r- 
no srurm % mfm wn % arjnt Fif or4 $ ft-nr 
pn? ^Rrarn ^T-rr sfor Ft mmr mx ft-qrrprart 

1951 ^ Fm 434(iii) (Tltf! - ) if ?T'}%cf TDT- 
s n?m % trctf t=T r if Prm'r tpFr «fr tetH f^rrirtot 
x 7 Bowr stot^t m q?r wwr nr, ~m t?t nm nr 
Fr> irfV^if ^rr esw if ’n^ ■tn^rFYr iff nr stt 4rrf 
TOm ft nr <f rttt ^ ^irftra fio nr aptf? ir 
3o f?ft % n-i' mF Rrqf-'-r/Rm no ?; 

w'j '[? P ~ srf riTTr nnvrrann nr ^r-rnrFi %■ 

fw 31-7-8 2 n fffTsT rrifnnn F? pymTT'r nVTtn 

31 - 7-82 F? -51113 Tn'rF.r % frjmrfT 
srnrfijrn n>; 

n' x ^{fn : J33 -ttt 4 Ttry w ^n^nurv^r n %:>$- 
imffinf -sfr-r nra grtr, 

nn: err rw fnnrrmt % Fm -134 (iii) (ntnl) 

ffrrr nnn nf'nfnt nr min irm 47 t tr^Tfn^. 

w F nffnfr Fttt f Ft '-mrir 30 -u-s 2 4 ynm- 
cqri «pi mTfr ?wV.irJ 4j 14 non. jfnrr: 

»*w 

Tmms; eRWifa qnrn'n siwri; 

Tmn 3 «m| nr mrta ^Jrrr 3 fr rrtrmrrijr 

teffwn rxnnf'ir r 5 fn° tffo nr srcrr txi v; nrcfT 
Tf 5 T 11 fn?g n? mr tat Jr Fw^Tm-RVoTTre, 
Tftnn if F*rmm mpTrfonr nr n§ mr nF- r rrf^ir 
Jr m?r Fr? m n-fn % *Fmrf rt? =m rYrt gW i 
f^TJfV nT mPf.iT tp-rar &tz 4 nj-FitrlPccr 

Fjr?r "m-m? if %nr nsrin nr nr 

Tfr nrrnn 1 i( nnT nnann unrnr 
jr-cr wrOr nn n ''mr-iTmr % ^Tf Tn 


nr. ?m niYr n^r anr on fr. 4 fun- 
wi CTinfrn srnm'r n nr nrrf'n- 

n^r fncr nrn 1 

[rt o 3 - 2 / 74 -F 10 nno n><> ('froFVo) j 
rr.Ta Yto TPrtrf^, f^FPf., WH(i) 


S.O. 233.—Whereas a public notice lor revising the local 
area of Ramavarappadu Telephone Exchange System wa» 
published as required by rule 434(III)(bb) of the Indian 
Telegraph Rules, 1951 in the Newspapers in circulation at 
Ramavarappadu, inviting objection* and suggestions from all 
persons likely tn be affected thereby, within a period of 30 
days from the date of publication of the notice m the News¬ 
papers ; 

And whereas do objections and suggestions have been 
re.eived from the public on the said notice 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the power conferred by 
rule 434(inXbb) of the said Rules, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs hereby declares that with effect from 
30-11-82 the revised local area of Ramavarappadu shall be 
as tinder ; 

Ramavarappaddu Telephone Exchange System 

The Local area of Ramavarappadu shall cover an area 
falling within 5 K.M. radial distance from the Ramavarap¬ 
padu Telephone Exchange. 

Provided that this limit shall be restricted to Vijayawada— 
Muatabad Railway line In the north, new boundary of Vijaya¬ 
wada Municipality in the west and Danka Road and Kannur- 
Kesarapalli Road in the South. 

Note :— 

Subscriber# falling in the newly defined area in GundaJa 
area which are now being served by Ramavarappadu 
Exchange shall continue to be served by that ex¬ 
change system as its local area subscriber* till they 
are transferred to the exchange* in the Vijayawada 
Telephone System. 

(No. 3-2/74-PHB (Pt)l 
M. B. RAMAMURTHY, Director, Phones (t) 


tI ftr^'r, 1 8 1982 


<rrio wto 234:— TFEfffo, %^rar fafera Jt<t (T#rpT, fWsR *flrr iRfFr) Fnm, isos v Pm 34 ^ m*r 
qfs?r Pm 9 k Trfm ( 2 ), Fm 12 % Tqfm ( 2 ) % (*) tftx Pm 24 % T-Tfm (ij sttt m 

txfmli w snftff rfh rttr % (sr^-mr) •Frflfa^Rr ro rto Pro 620 mfiv 

20 TTTFV, 195 7 sftf FTCRl^rFW xftT, f, gpirf?r — 


T*RT trfa^Fr if: — 


[wmll—TO? J(ii)] mTfl'firTtTOtf .’TTOTr T, 108 S/'fk 1 1, 1901 i03 

(■{») •am 2 , ’rrarc^ TOito tor, ‘ Y' it, ! 'SR.-an '^a sfk tr sffw^r %*s", wffo % 

*5?l STfafklft % WTFT TO f-TRffTRf f srfrfmr TOlf XTtnu, »T?rfa .- - 

TO fT TOTT f^rf'TTfTTPt TTTfer Trfjttfro TTO ^ f fo; STtrT HTfSTOft 

*tot TOfeTOir sfk a TfTrfewt 
»ft 2r? sTfroffro *rc rr.rt % 
tfaror 13 tfr to ?Tsri3rt % 

Tfafrok ir 


srrf^RTT wrfwrt 


m-nro jrfVrsim %-Et itk sr? 

SWTTf^/r^TOTi: rm-TTW/fTTOTT 

Trifr 

'T’T'T^fTOTFT ( TR) ^TTOctTT 

srfWWliprE 

(*rf srfwror) {TTTrrifirrepT) 


PkTrFr'T 

syro *rk f'Tf'T tor #fnift ir 

sre-Tro: fTO^rrro utt att faromrir 



faftwffa *pJT^rfq^ 'rr 





*fk fawr to ^irort if t^[- 
iro *frr kr ?trr 





% f’rftsw’r tfk ’t^pw wsfr- 
aiVf * wtr, if TT^'iWT. ; 
mn: ’mrrcra % mr inrotf- 
4T Trsrmii mfimi % toto 





ir ¥rrc TOtfrw, froTr*fY«T 





f%fa«rr 'arfuTrfr, ’P^rmr 
faarrcro 







TO StSrT’TRIT’f ( 1 ) ?r ( 4) • 

'TTO’rnrrjf/fTOw^ («r nkreror), 





^Hr-^rn: fjrromT’T 

ffrftrf’T ’Pirtt ir rrMfir *4- 


^ggwrRTd 

TT*ft 

TOnTrTTJf/rm^ (m; srftrsm) 

rrara ; orkr- 


c r,- . .pv~._ 


nro PTTOnran 

fks srfvrw’ir 


TOrrrrfa* 

TTfurroff 

(i) ir ( 4 ) 

TTOTTTTOTra 

irtftiT; iftTT 


TOTTSJT’TTHrJ' 

Tnfr 

(m-srfwurjr) 








TOmrfvr* 

Trft-TTOf 

(0%(4) 

^mrpTr^T’t 

jrfmTOT % far* Tfafrofw 

— 

; 3TOmT'Tr^ 

(i)ir(4) 

jrsrfTRT^/fnwp (m-rrfliTsrJT) 

fatiT’f’w Trfa^rff 




'TR-rrr c fww 


STOUPTOfnf 

: 3TOmprr^nf 

TOfr 

rmpTOTT^/fTOsm (inv-srfw^) 





TT'b-rTO' frornTra 



tototTw 

( 1 )% ( 4 ) 

mrgrTOTnr 



srfrorrft 



(»sr) kttt 3--*rnsrm %»st*r tot *r»r^ 

‘V Sr, P - "®T%.-ffrT sfsrem %^r wk m Hfsrw’T %^r" % hK 

to srfafirorf % rara to 

fTOT^rmw rrkf^qr Rat ^ nr; fit, wnfa:— 

m\ to 

toutor; wtcfTrd TOirrrpRi wTsrtoV 

TOft 

'iVyrriTiRi’l 

srfvr«or % fsrq rtfi-fro^r 

— 

'TTrr'rTTOr srfk^i'^V 



fwiiT wferartr 



(i)ir (4) 


fffflqr: 154/6/01-TT?nfcir-3] 
TO TOPsff, ^lfTt?!+ (TOT*£rrr-«) 
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New Delhi, the 18th. December, 1982 

S.O. 2 , 4.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub-rule (2) of rule 9, clause (b) of Sub-rule (2) of rule 12, and Sub-rule (1) 

of rule 24, read with rule 34 of the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965, the President hereby makes the 
following further amendments in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Communications (Posts and Telegraphs) 
No. SRO 620, dated the 28th February 1957, namely 

In the Schedule to the said notification :— 


(a) In Part IT—General Central Service, Group ‘C* for the entries under the heading “Posts and Telegraphs Training Centre and 
Postal Training Centre”, the following entries shall be substituted, namely :— 


Description of Post 

Appointing 

Authority competent to impose penalties 

Appellate 


authority 

and penalties which it may impose (with 
reference to item numbers in Rule 13). 

authority 



Authority 

Penalties 







1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Posts and Telegraphs Training Centre 
and Postal Training Centre 





(1) Ministerial staff in Higher and Lower 

Principal/Director 

Principal/Director 

All 

Deputy Director 

Selection grades; Instructors in Higher 

(Postal Training), 

(Postal Training), 


General (Postal) 

and Lower Selection grades; Instructors 

Posts and Telegraphs 

Posts and Telegraphs 


Posts and Telegraphs 

in the cadres of Inspectors and Assistant 
Superintendents of Post Offices and Rail¬ 
way Mail Services; Telegraph Instructors 
in the cadre of Telegraph Masters or 
Assistant Superintendent of Telegraph 
Traffic; Resident Medical Officer, Artist 

Directorate, 

Directorate. 


Directorate. 

Designer. 


Vicc-Prindpal 

(i) to (iv) 

Principal/Director 
(Postal Training), 
Posts and Telegraphs 
Directorate. 

Ministerial staff in clerical cadres; Prin- 

Vice-Principal 

Vice-Principal 

All 

Principal/Director 

cipal Instructor physical Training Ins- 




(Postal Training), 

tructor. 




Posts and Telegraph s 
Directorate. 



Administrative 

Officer. 

(t) to (iv) 

Vice-Princfpal. 

Mechanics; Motor Driver; Compounder, 
Carpenter. 

Vice-principal 

Vice-Principal 

All 

Principal/Director 
(Postal Training), 
Posts and Telegraphs 
Directorate. 




Administrative 

Officer. 

(1) to (iv) 

Vico-Principal. 

Departmental Officials deputed for 
training. 


Vice-Principal 

(i) to (iv) 

Principal/Director 
(Postal Training), 
Posts and Telegraph* 
Directorate. 

All other posts. 

Vice-Principal 

Vice-Principal 

All 

Principal/Director 
(Postal Training), 





Posts and Telegraphs 
Directorate. 



Administrative 

Officer. 

(i) to (iv) 

Vice-Principal. 

(b) In Part III—Oeneral Central Sendees Group ‘D’ for the entries under the heading 

"Posts and Telegraphs Training Centre and 

Postal Training Centre”, the following entries shall be substituted, namely :— 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

All Posts 

Admministrativo 

Administrative 

All 

Vice-Principal. 

Officer 

Officer 



Departmental Officials deputed for 

— 

Administrative 

(0 to (iv) 

Vice-Principal. 

training. 


Officer. 



, 



[No. 

154/5/81-Vig, ID] 





Sd [ illeginlo 




Assistant Director 

General (Vig. B)/ 
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i, i9S3/*vW 1 1, 1904 


Wti) 

rrf, 7 feSRp:, 1982 


vto wro235.—Trsmm (*rsr%srfrspff 
tfcfbrcr Spft’T) PWd, 1976 % faTO 10 % UTfaTR 
(2) «ftt (4) % WJ«nSPr *f tsf q-^TCTT (*stf 
nfti) tot % OtptW'ijct ^rnr? 5 Tzff t't, 

* f!FSV ffiT STH STItcf =PTfasT 

I-— 

TOT : tw ■. 

i. Tfiprffi trfvro^TT «rr spprf^rir, m TPreft i 

2 ^fnpr tftfrffiffi vr ffiTlffaT, ’TrTPTtfr i 

3 ^rjnrffi ^rfaTTiT *PT Twirr'-r, qfsrwr? I 

4. irjnr-p «rf^ f rf^r ffiT 5 ttot i 

5. TT‘v5rP®rf^rf 'nfsmrt tt ffiwfrrcr, srrsnrj, sfbm%T 

6 . tfTO RfftRS (W W<m srsffea^) 

WIR fr?i 

7 . if to wFaffirfr tt trPtl mrr^r i 

8. *r3*r Mffifrr arfimTf tirsf ^ ^nrf^, 

i 

g. p^PTffi Hf^TA'RT ffiT TTTETT, ^FtiTt j 
10- RJRP ftfasrr wfjj-fTRf ^ qf ^ T 
pTRWl) *FT ^TzrtTT, vTTHffi$ I 

li. 'fff'<TTOrr «r ffiTTfar, tttw | 

12- *T?TCffi TTTOM^OT^rftmft- *R sf.R^ 1 

13 . sirTffi PTOf^R^rr w 

14. m** im ' r trfasfntt tt 

OTS^I 

15- TTO frfiTTf ^R* Tf sfit^R, j 

16. snatew spT ^ffm^rfn 

17. RcrrRrf srsrrsTT ^ ffiRfar-r, i 

18- grfVwRT SR spRf5RT,^>, 

19. agrav wsnw BR Wife, f^> ^ ^ ( 

20. gyw TOmrTcT srytw tt vmfar, fc m y 

TT¥ | 1 71 


31. vcmr farfrorr r sunrf^ ^ 

Tff$TOT I q 

22. ^ TTTOf^rr^ml * r ****,, ^ 

23. srF/pRrr w %, : , Tf , 

24. tffRR? RTOfrf^rr irfropO- ^ f 

25. ssmT tffcrn™ infra*, pf«m 


26 . ITtjnFF TTO fRfRlTT ’CrFrfTRl TT TTpffTiT, 
5fTRT iffiS I 

27. sgnrcr fffwr-ifl ^R'd i 

28. ~R7-P ,T Tr\^.Tr-2R TH^TT, ^Ml 

29- wroiF Mr6t ^t *unrt'ffJT/ 

i 

30- Rf-T^TT "FT Rr^Pi I 


[^o f^?f-82/X|oRTo-l/12/3] 

MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 

(Railway Board) 

New Delhi, the 7th December, 1982 

S.O. 235.—In purr'jancc of sub-rule (2) and (4) of Rule 
10 of the Official Languages (Use for the Official Purposes 
of tb; Union) Rules, 1976, the Ministry of Railways (Rail¬ 
way Board) hereby notify the undermentioned offices of thfc 
Northern Railway, where the stall ha\e acquired the working 
knowledge of Hindi :— 

Northern Railway : 

1. Office of the Assistant Engineer, Varanasi. 

2. Office of the Station Superintendent, Varanasi. 

3. Office of the Assistant Engineer, Faizabad. 

4. Office of the Assistant Engineer, Prayag. 

5. Office of the Divisional Medical Officer, Laigarh, 

Bikaner. 

6. Office of the Divisional Tinffie Superintendent, Delhi, 

Queens Rond (Now Area Superintendent). 

7. Office of the Assistant Divisional Security Officer, 

Bikaner. 

8. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Officer 

Incharge, Bikaner. 

9. Office of the Assistant Engineer, Bikaner. 

10. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Officer 

Incharge (F.P.), Laigarh. 

11. Office of ths Assistant Engineer, Ratangarh. 

12. Office of Assistant Divisional Medical Officer, Ratan¬ 

garh. 

13. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Officer, 

Churn. 

14. Office of the Assistant Drvisronal Medical Officer, 

Sadulpur. 

15. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Incharge, 

Rewan. 

16. Office of the Assistant Operating Superintendent, 

Rewari. 

17. Office of the Assistant Traffic Superintendent, 

Rewari. 

18. Office of the Assistant Engineer, Rewari. 

19. Office of the A'sistsnt Superintendent, Delhi Queens 

Road. 

20. Offi c of the Assistant Traffic Superintendent, Delhi 

Queens Road. 

21. Office of the Assistant Medical Officer, Delhi Sarai 

Achilla. 

22. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Officer, 

Hissar. 

23. Office of the Assistant Engineer, Siisa. 

24. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Officer, 

Sirsa. 
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25. Office of the Assistant operating Superintendent, 

Central Office, Hanmmangarh. 

26. f Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Officer, 

Hanumangarh. 

27. Office of the Assistant Engineer I, Hanumangarh. 

28. Office of the Assistant Engineer H, Hanumangarh. 

29. Office of the Assistant Divisional Medical Office, 

Suratgarh. 

30. Office of the Assistant Engineer, Loharu. 

fNo, Hindi-82/OL-I/12[3] 


3. 777 kf T77 777 747-747 '77(1771(7 

^77, T'WTk ftkk tt! ?7i7k tflwHff % zft- 

*ix, ~;arT5, 4-7 fH=r 7?7 ^ % 

*£ 7171717 , rtf ftfTTl 7 TOH>k f 77 sl 7 7 'ff’OTT I 

ktfETk 


4 77% nk-nkr 

%r ~ 7 kk tfkntff % tfbtf f 
7PFnrr, tt.77F£t ttt fki7 yrfar kr % sruim-k 
tf-Ri 7 1 tfrtr^ar 4 qf07 i 


*rf ftcrfl, 11 farcqr, 1982 

vtowto 236 --TTDfrrfr (mnf777 kkktfkr 

k >qfqfTirJT t 1971 (l971 77 40) *F> 

srm 3 sm 777 uifrrtff tt ntfk 77 Y- ?tfr shtt 
E'TffiK kr 7%rpk k feo 2977 * 37 , 1978 ksrftf- 
g^FTT 71° 71° 7S7T 3642, 17 ftraTTtf 1980 

k «rfET^^Tr 7 ° 71 ° 7741 2545771 fc° 2 3si7if 
i98i k7r°7To7w 2151 % kwrtr 4 u^qk, 
774 SfftTTftprr % 7777 f777T 7i J^lfoff % 

Tfafkr, 7>7 ?! 45 -rrtfrrr % 7477 1 4 

k'TffJ-J kitfffiftk k k grim % -47 rf 7 ?rfinrr<T 
f,377 tfftffkrq % 7717717 7*qr7r ksnnk fkjff 7 
ffik |«rk *rk 4 ^ fkw kl £fir 44 t snliEr^r 

SfTPKT k 77T ufafa-DT % 3TT1 7771 

7777 JTDfr kkk ffir 77k 77171 7 T trktffi i 
ffiT 1177177 744 rTlftfrr % 4747 ( 2 ) 

Tfkk if fVfgfa^ 74 ink ?tt 71 4 ? gusr 
*)tm sferrfsnrn: k * 7 kk crTtn^rr % 41 *1 t ntff i 


irrfcf'Pr 


ktffi.ffkl ffiT 77717 

77-7(71 4717T tfr Tlktf 


771 5f7Tf747tf 711 4717k 


7kk 1 

1 

2 


1. 774 krTTSEF, ES4 77% FftfMT'k 
T7<f, 7*7%, 77177, k »=<TRk kWH t Wf7 ^ 

71ffiJT, 77777, Slltft tf'74 7^7 ‘k? % iTHlnik 1 ! 
ifF. 7T4TJ’ 17777 tf if* 7 r | 

2- 4rx ^ktfitrt, 77 % 4TT4-7W ‘fUrfafip; 

T77, ^Rfl, 7177717 k 47kk gtqrk % 777 7 
777f7, f77FT- ftfT7 %4 474 % 77,77(7 

7? 7tf *£777 <17 I f 1 14 4 4 tf'f 


5. 7fit^777 ^TltffTT, 774 5rtfr-77T W7lftm7 

57)71 7171 ' 074 , 47 DT 17 Y 4 TtqTTt 417777 

kr^ir 77 ) grr tf«r7 7i7i ^77 

7477 7tf 7T7tT7l % 47T-TEM fl4?7 7 

tf'47 r rfT7s I 

6. 777 %7 747 77, TfOT 777 7'77-747 77Tfjirr4 

4-T7 7717, tf^tf 717- Tl Wlk 7tfTmT % 77- 

7T7, 71Y. fTStfUT- 77 tf77 7tfrf7 77? % 

q77i tftf f77^7 I 47174117 fvq 77 7 ttfl7 

Ti'kll I 

/. 777 77 7774, 7^7 774 747-747 '771171477 

7S7 tfltf, f7D777r7 47 4717k 717171 % 7*7 

7fl 7f v ,7 f7D7T7 77 fF77 7^7-787 
(7tc r 7r5'7) f'47T 7171 kl4 % 774717717777 

7771 70:7*7 77 I 7 7pOTT | 

8. 777 = -'7 r k’.17 ; 4R77 7T7 747'lTk #71^1417 

T77, 74k[ 77177, 4l ^717k kTTtfl T 7777 
vrp-rm, tptcfr, 74^4. k77 ltf77 474 tf 

7777 74T 717774 | 777171741 f7-T77 7 4^74 I 

9 ktfPT ^77 71 TtTf, 74 a 444-74T 'tflTfj7T4 
71177 7'4J4 04lffiI7771 k D417k 77771 T 7777 
^ ITn *R- 7 , 1747 TN77 kf? 7 771- 

777 ?7lf744 7k 7S7 7f741 t7777 7 ktfr* I 

^kf774 I 

[74?7 7 o 8 2j^?7 2/14/ 3 5] 


New Delhi, the Utlt December 1982 

S.O, 236.—In exercise of the powcis confencd by section 3 
of the Public Premises (Eviction of Un’.uthorixd OecUfnmts) 
Act 1971 (40 of 1971) and in supersession of Government of 
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India, Ministry of Railways (Ruflwvy D , ’.) Notification 3,0 
No. 3642 dated 29th N"Vomber, 1978, . h.-riion No. S.O. 
No. 3645 di!ed the 17th September IWi . il N) i i: tioj 
No.S 0 7151 ;l'ited23rd July, 1981, the President hereby add 'in s 
the officers mentioned in column 1 of the Table below, bein'! 
Gazettod Officers of the GoVemme ii to bo Es'ate Officers for 
tho purpose of the jiid Act art 1 further direc.s th.t the slid 
officers shall exercise the powers conferred ml perform the 
duties imposed on Estate Officers by or uidcr the s’.id Act 
with the local limits of their jurisdiction in respect of thy public 
premises specified in the corresponding entry in column (3) of 
the said Table. 

TABLE 


Designation of the officers 



1. Divisional Railway 
Managers Central Railway 
Bombiy, BhusawH, 
Nagpur, Jabalpur, Jhansi 
and Sholapur. 

2. Divisional Engineers 
Eastern Railway, Howrah, 
Asansol, Dhnnbad, 
Dnnnpur, Senldah anl 
Mughalsarni. 

3. Divisional Railway 
Maricgors, N whom 
Rallw .y, Allahabad, 
Fero/pur, Jodhpur, 
Lucknow, Mo rad a bad, 
New Delhi & Bikaner 

4. Divisional Railway 
Managers, North Eastern 
Railway, Izntnauar, 
Lucknow, Varanasi, 
Samastipur arid Soncpur. 

5. Senior Divisional 
Engineers, Northeast 
Frontier Railway, K’.tihar 
Alipurduir Junction and 
Lumding. 

6. Divisional Railw,y 
Managers, southern 
Railway, Madras, Mysore, 
['.tigh3t, M tdural, 
Tiruchchirapalli and 
Trivandrum. 


Categories of public premises 
■and local limits of jurisdiction 



Premises under the adminis¬ 
trative control of the Central 
Railway si uated within the 
local limits of their respective 
jurisdiction. 

Premises under the administra¬ 
tive control of the Eastern 
Railway situated within the 
local limits of their respective 
jurisdiction. 

Premises un'.er the admlnis- 
tra five cantrolof the Northern 
Railway sitm'ed within the 
local limits of their respective 
jurisdiction. 

Premises un L;r the administra¬ 
tive control of the North 
Eastern Railway situ’.ted 
within the local limits of their 
respective jurisdiction. 

Premises under the administra¬ 
tive control of the Northeast 
Frontier Rulw y siluatc.1 
within the local limits of their 
respective juris fiction. 

Premises under the administra¬ 
tive control of the Southern 
Riilway situited within the 
1 oeal limits of their respective 
jurisdiction. 


7 D'Vision ii Railway 

M '.nager,, South Central 
Railway Secunderabad 
(B.G.), Hyderabad (MXJ.), 
Vijayawada, Hubli and 
Guntakal. 

R Division -1 Railwiy 
Managers, Western 
Railway, Bombay, 
V’.dodara, Rntlam, Kota, 
Jaipur, A’mer, and 
BhaviYigr.r. 

9. Senior Divisional Engineers 
and Division il Engineers 
of Bombay, Vadodara, 
■Jaipur, Rajkot and 
Bhavnagar Divisions of 
Western Railw .y. 


Premises under the administra¬ 
tive control of the South 
Centra! Railway situited 
wnhin the local limits of 
their respective jurisdiction. 

Premises under the administra¬ 
tive control of the Western 
Railway situited within the 
local limits of their respective 
jurisdiction. 

Premises under the administra¬ 
tive control of the Western 
Railway situated within the 
local limits of their respective 
jurisdiction. 


[File No. 82/W2/I4/35] 


fjftf q* 

nf font, is i 9 82 

qn<> wi° 237 -—ot botvw 3-11-82 qft inr- 
terr; sris^/FiT ff/fRr/^Wr htut ^ ypa? 

*Ft f-TTTN £ I 

[bp f^£t- 82 /xr<>vi° 1 / 12 / 3 ] 

ffCTcT EfTd, 

Tvft 3ft# 

CORRIGENDUM 

New Delhi, the 18th December, 1982 

S.O. 2J7.—The word "Mechanical" may please be delet¬ 
ed fiom 3rd/4th line of thu Ministry’s notification of even 
number dated 3rd November, 1982. 

[No. Hindl-82 /OL-I /12/3] 
HIMMAT SINGH, Secy. 

Railway Board, 
& Ex. officio JL Secy. 
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